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Senate 
The Senate met at 2 p.m. and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Eternal God, we have heard with our 

own ears and seen with our own eyes 
Your great power on our behalf. Lord, 
our ancestors told us about You, how 
You kept them from disgrace, drove 
out evil, delivered them from shackles, 
rescued them from trouble, protected 
them from hardships, and kept this Na-
tion free. We praise You for using our 
lawmakers for Your glory. Accept our 
thanksgiving as we press toward the 
future, eager to serve Your purposes 
for our lives in this generation. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 
f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
majority leader is recognized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 
leader remarks, the Senate will be in a 
period of morning business until 4:30 
this afternoon, with Senators per-
mitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each. 

At 4:30 p.m. the Senate will proceed 
to executive session to consider the 
nomination of Richard F. Griffin, Jr., 
to be general counsel for the National 
Labor Relations Board for a term of 4 
years. At 5:30 p.m. there will be a clo-
ture vote. 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

I ask unanimous consent the time 
until 4 p.m. be for debate only. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

UPCOMING WORK PERIOD 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I welcome 
back the President pro tempore. I hope 
he had a productive week in Vermont, 
and that all my colleagues enjoyed vis-
iting with constituents at home. 

This work period is going to be 4 
weeks long. We have a great deal to ac-
complish during this 4-week period and 
it will go by quickly. We are attempt-
ing to work things out so we don’t have 
to work during the holidays for a 
change. The last several years we have 
been stuck up to Thanksgiving and 
right through Christmas on a couple of 
occasions. 

It is obvious Senators aren’t making 
these Monday votes a priority. We have 
a lot of people not showing up. So ev-
eryone should understand, this vote to-
night is a very important vote. I am 
disappointed some Senators aren’t 
going to be here. But in the future the 
next Mondays we can be expecting a 
vote or series of votes. I think we have 
become very complacent and not wor-
rying about the Monday night votes. 
We will have some votes that may be 
more meaningful, as this one is. 

During this next work period, the 
only time we will have off will be No-
vember 11 for the celebration of Vet-
erans Day. Therefore, if we are going to 
finish our work in this 4-week period, 
that means we are going to have to 
work on Mondays and Fridays. I hope 
we don’t have to work weekends, but 
we have to get this work done. 

(Mr. KAINE assumed the Chair.) 
f 

SENATOR-ELECT CORY BOOKER 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, this week 
we are going to say goodbye to our col-
league who was appointed to represent 

the State of New Jersey after the un-
timely death of Frank Lautenberg, but 
we also will welcome a new Member to 
the Senate, Senator-elect from the 
State of New Jersey CORY BOOKER. 
What a remarkable young man he is. 

He was a student at Stanford, and to 
get into Stanford you have to be a very 
good student. I am impressed with his 
academic skills, but he was also a tight 
end for the football team at Stanford, 
No. 5 in the Nation. They have a great 
football program. Everyone will meet 
CORY BOOKER and find that he is a very 
big man physically. 

After graduating with a degree from 
Stanford in political science, he got his 
master’s degree in sociology from 
Stanford. He then became a Rhodes 
Scholar and studied U.S. history at Ox-
ford. He received his law degree from 
Yale. What an outstanding record: 
Stanford, a couple of degrees; Rhodes 
Scholar, Oxford; Yale Law School. 
That is quite impressive. Then he 
served on the Newark City Council and 
was mayor for 2 years, a job that has 
been noticed all over the country, rec-
ognizing the great work he has done. 

f 

THE WORK AHEAD 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, during this 
4-week period we are going to do a 
number of things, not necessarily in 
this order, but we are going to consider 
ENDA, known as the Employment Non- 
Discrimination Act, which would pro-
vide basic protections against work-
place discrimination on the basis of 
sexual orientation and gender identity. 
We haven’t taken this up for a number 
of years. We tried and failed in the 
House of Representatives before, but 
we are going to take it up here again. 

We are going to consider a bipartisan 
bill to make compounding drugs safer. 
As we will recall, there was a terrible 
tragedy in the Northeast, where a num-
ber of people died as a result of not 
compounding these products properly. 
This bipartisan legislation will allow 
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us to have safer compounding drugs 
and track prescription medicines from 
factory to the drug store. 

We are going to consider job creation 
legislation that will build on the eco-
nomic recovery and strengthen middle- 
class families, and we are going to take 
up the Defense authorization bill which 
supports our troops and ensures this 
Nation does everything in its power to 
keep America safe from those who 
would do us harm. 

Before we debate any of these mat-
ters, we must consider a number of 
vital Presidential nominations, includ-
ing several that have been stalled for 
more than 1 year. One of those is some-
body who has been wanting to work in 
the Defense Department, something vi-
tally important for the Pentagon, and 
has been held up for 1 year on an unre-
lated matter. It is too bad, but this has 
been held up by one Republican Sen-
ator. So we are going to move forward 
and do it very quickly. 

It is no secret the Republicans have 
systemically slow-walked and blocked 
scores of President Obama’s judicial 
and executive branch nominations. 
Pending executive nominations wait an 
average of 5 months. Democrats have 
broken filibusters of 66 of the Presi-
dent’s nominations. Republicans have 
blocked or delayed more than that 
with secret holds and procedural holds. 

As a Senate, we reached an agree-
ment the first of the year to consider a 
number of important nominations that 
have been stalled for months and, in 
far too many cases, for years. But ob-
structionism once again has reared its 
ugly head and we have a backlog now. 
It is time to move forward without 
delay and fill those crucial roles. 

In the wake of a Republican govern-
ment shutdown, the Nation is watching 
for a sign the Senate can function effi-
ciently and normally. It is time to 
show the American people how well 
and how quickly the Senate can work 
when cooperation is present. Likewise, 
our colleagues in the House of Rep-
resentatives owe the American people 
to stop wasting time on political show 
votes and start legislating. 

I have enough trouble with my sched-
ule, but I just have to briefly comment 
on the House schedule. They are going 
to work until noon on Wednesday and 
then they are taking off the next 10 
days. From now until the first of the 
year, they have scheduled 18 working 
days. That is all I will say on that. 

Our colleagues in the House owe it to 
the American people to move forward 
on legislation. On many of the most 
important issues of the day, the Repub-
lican leaders have refused to allow the 
House of Representatives to be heard. 
Some are allowed to be heard, but 
Speaker BOEHNER has a rule that 
Democrats don’t get to participate un-
less he can first prove there is a major-
ity of the majority to vote on an issue. 
That is not the way it needs to be. 

We are going to have a celebration 
here tomorrow on the life of Tom 
Foley. I had the good fortune of serving 

with him in the House. He came from a 
real conservative district in the State 
of Washington. He served for many 
years. He was the majority leader, he 
was the Speaker and a fine man. He, 
similar to the other leaders I served 
with, O’Neill and Wright, tried to get 
218 votes to pass a measure. They 
didn’t try to get 218 from the Demo-
crats. They had plenty of Democrats 
and could have done that. But everyone 
was allowed to vote. That is the way it 
should be now. It is too bad it isn’t. 
What has happened over there is the 
Republican leadership has refused to 
allow the whole House of Representa-
tives to work its will. 

Immigration reform is one of the 
most glaring examples of their not al-
lowing the body to run as it used to. 
Last June the Senate passed a com-
monsense bipartisan bill to fix the bro-
ken illegal immigration system. It 
would have strengthened our borders, 
required undocumented people to get 
right with the law, and put them on a 
path to citizenship. There are about 11 
million people. But for 4 months—120- 
plus days—the House of Representa-
tives has failed to act on immigration 
legislation. If we brought up a bill, the 
Senate bill would pass overwhelmingly. 
Even many mainstream Republicans 
believe House Republican leadership 
should allow a vote on the comprehen-
sive plan to amend the broken immi-
gration system. I repeat, if the whole 
House were allowed to vote, it would 
pass. 

The House also failed to take up the 
Senate’s bipartisan agricultural jobs 
bill—the farm bill, as we call it—a bill 
that cuts the debt by $23 billion and 
supports 16 million American jobs. 
They have also refused to bring up 
something so common sense. 

The Presiding Officer, before coming 
here, was Governor of the State of Vir-
ginia. I am sure the Presiding Officer, 
as I have, has gone through towns and 
neighborhoods and seen those little 
strip malls with all these places for 
lease. If we passed in Congress, as we 
have done in the Senate, the so-called 
Workplace Fairness Act, it would allow 
these small businesses to get back and 
rent space allowing it to survive. 
Think of the advantages online retail-
ers have. They don’t have to pay 5 per-
cent, 7 percent of what the others pay. 
So it is very unfair for these brick-and- 
mortar places to be left to the mercy of 
these big online folks. 

When we brought up this bill, I got a 
call from one of the major online orga-
nizations. They said: We will support 
your legislation if you will put a ceil-
ing that we don’t have to do anything 
until there is $5 million in sales. They 
want $5 million in sales and then pay 
no sales tax—a pretty good deal. We 
passed—rightfully so—a bipartisan bill. 
The House will not take this up. It is 
too bad. 

So on these and other issues, it is 
time for reasonable Republicans to 
raise their voice in the Senate and of 
course in the House of Representatives. 

There has been a troubling trend over 
the last 3 years. I have been troubled to 
watch these so-called mainstream Re-
publicans be marginalized by Members 
of their own party. It is not the mar-
ginal people who are being 
marginalized. It is the mainstream Re-
publicans. Even more troubling, mod-
erate Republicans have been complicit 
in allowing this disturbing trend to 
continue. It is no surprise when tea 
party extremists force our economy to 
the brink of disaster when they shut 
down the government for the sake of 
ideological stunts. We saw what hap-
pened. We weren’t surprised that the 
tea party did this, but I was surprised 
that the sensible mainstream Repub-
licans didn’t speak up—and speak up 
sooner—and many didn’t speak up at 
all in defense of reason and responsi-
bility. 

Think about that. There are 232 Re-
publicans in the House of Representa-
tives. On a vote to open the govern-
ment after 16 days of being closed and 
defaulting on the debt, only 85 of the 
232 voted to reopen the government and 
keep us from defaulting on our debt. 
That is a scary number. So the vast 
majority of the Republicans in the 
House wanted to keep the government 
closed and to default on the debt. 

Wow, that is spooky. 
As their more radical colleagues 

drove the nation and the world to the 
brink of economic collapse, most mid-
dle-of-the-road Republicans said noth-
ing and did nothing to stop it, which 
was certainly a surprise to me. Al-
though I deplore the behavior of the ex-
tremists who sparked this month’s 
manufactured crisis—and many of the 
crises over the past 3 years—I do not 
blame only them for holding the 
United States Government’s full faith 
and credit hostage. I also blame the so- 
called main stream Republican col-
leagues who remained silent even as 
these anarchists among us committed 
political malpractice. They knew bet-
ter. They should have known better. 
They know the consequence of default, 
and they know the cost of a govern-
ment shutdown. Yet they allowed 
members of their own party to take the 
country down a dangerous road, doing 
irreparable harm to the country and, I 
believe, to the Republican Party. 

As a conference committee sits down 
to negotiate a long-term budget agree-
ment and sets a course for fiscal re-
sponsibility, reasonable and moderate 
Republicans, main stream Republicans, 
must not absent themselves from these 
discussions. A significant number of 
radical Republicans have said they 
would rather risk default than cooper-
ate or compromise with Democrats. 
Sensible Republicans must not allow 
these radicals to rule the day. 

We, the Democrats, are ready to do 
the difficult work of finding common 
ground for the good of our country. We 
don’t expect radical tea party Repub-
licans to join us, but we do hope our 
mainstream Republican colleagues will 
find their voices, reclaim their party, 
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and work with Democrats to govern 
once again. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

Mr. REID. Would the Chair announce 
the business of the day? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will be 
in a period of morning business until 
4:30 p.m., with Senators permitted to 
speak therein for up to 10 minutes each 
and with debate only until 4 p.m. 

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
HIRONO). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF ALAN F. ESTEVEZ 
TO BE A PRINCIPAL DEPUTY 
UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I now 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 53. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The assistant bill clerk read the 

nomination of Alan F. Estevez, of the 
District of Columbia, to be a Principal 
Deputy Under Secretary of Defense. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
Mr. REID. I send a cloture motion to 

the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-

ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the clerk will report 
the motion. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Alan F. Estevez, of the District of Colum-
bia, to be a Principal Deputy Under Sec-
retary of Defense. 

Harry Reid, Carl Levin, Robert Menen-
dez, Charles E. Schumer, Jack Reed, 
Kirsten E. Gillibrand, Sheldon White-
house, Richard Blumenthal, Jeff 
Merkley, Christopher A. Coons, Debbie 
Stabenow, Christopher Murphy, Patty 
Murray, Tom Harkin, John D. Rocke-
feller IV, Bill Nelson, Benjamin L. 
Cardin. 

Mr. REID. I ask consent that the 
mandatory quorum under rule XXII be 
waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 
Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 

legislative session. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the motion. 
The motion was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF KATHERINE 
ARCHULETA TO BE DIRECTOR OF 
THE OFFICE OF PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 
Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 

executive session to consider Calendar 
No. 307. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion is agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The legislative clerk read the nomi-

nation of Katherine Archuleta, of Colo-
rado, to be Director of the Office of 
Personnel Management. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
Mr. REID. I send a cloture motion to 

the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-

ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the clerk will report 
the motion. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Katherine Archuleta, of Colorado, to be 
Director of the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment. 

Harry Reid, Bill Nelson, Barbara A. Mi-
kulski, Patty Murray, Barbara Boxer, 
Bernard Sanders, Amy Klobuchar, Carl 
Levin, Thomas R. Carper, Jr., Tim 
Johnson, Patrick J. Leahy, Max Bau-
cus, Robert Menendez, Richard J. Dur-
bin, John D. Rockefeller IV, Tim 
Kaine, Mazie K. Hirono. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the manda-
tory quorum under rule XXII be 
waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 
Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 

legislative session. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the motion. 
The motion was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF THOMAS EDGAR 
WHEELER TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 

executive session to consider Calendar 
No. 242. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The legislative clerk read the nomi-

nation of Thomas Edgar Wheeler, of 
the District of Columbia, to be a Mem-
ber of the Federal Communications 
Commission. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. REID. I send a cloture motion to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the clerk will report 
the motion. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Thomas Edgar Wheeler, of the District of 
Columbia, to be a Member of the Federal 
Communications Commission. 

Harry Reid, Patrick J. Leahy, Debbie 
Stabenow, Richard J. Durbin, John D. 
Rockefeller IV, Benjamin L. Cardin, 
Jon Tester, Sheldon Whitehouse, Mark 
R. Warner, Patty Murray, Mazie K. 
Hirono, Angus S. King, Jr., Barbara 
Boxer, Jeanne Shaheen, Robert Menen-
dez, Bill Nelson, Richard Blumenthal. 

Mr. REID. I ask consent that the 
mandatory quorum under rule XXII be 
waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 
legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 
f 

NOMINATION OF JACOB J. LEW TO 
BE UNITED STATES GOVERNOR 
OF THE INTERNATIONAL MONE-
TARY FUND; UNITED STATES 
GOVERNOR OF THE INTER-
NATIONAL BANK FOR RECON-
STRUCTION AND DEVELOPMENT; 
UNITED STATES GOVERNOR OF 
THE INTER-AMERICAN DEVELOP-
MENT BANK; UNITED STATES 
GOVERNOR OF THE EUROPEAN 
BANK FOR RECONSTRUCTION 
AND DEVELOPMENT 

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 
executive session to consider Calendar 
No. 63. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The legislative clerk read the nomi-

nation of Jacob J. Lew, of New York, 
to be United States Governor of the 
International Monetary Fund; United 
States Governor of the International 
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Bank for Reconstruction and Develop-
ment; United States Governor of the 
Inter-American Development Bank; 
United States Governor of the Euro-
pean Bank for Reconstruction and De-
velopment. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. REID. I send a cloture motion to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the clerk will report 
the motion. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Jacob J. Lew, of New York, to be United 
States Governor of the International Mone-
tary Fund; United States Governor of the 
International Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development; United States Governor of the 
Inter-American Development Bank; and 
United States Governor of the European 
Bank for Reconstruction and Development. 

Harry Reid, Robert Menendez, Charles E. 
Schumer, Jack Reed, Kirsten E. Gilli-
brand, Sheldon Whitehouse, Richard 
Blumenthal, Jeff Merkley, Christopher 
A. Coons, Debbie Stabenow, Chris-
topher Murphy, Patty Murray, Tom 
Harkin, Carl Levin, John D. Rocke-
feller IV, Bill Nelson, Benjamin L. 
Cardin. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the mandatory quorum under rule 
XXII be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 
legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF MELVIN L. WATT 
TO BE DIRECTOR OF THE FED-
ERAL HOUSING FINANCE AGEN-
CY 

Mr. REID. Madam President, with 
your permission I now move to proceed 
to executive session to consider Cal-
endar No. 209. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The legislative clerk read the nomi-

nation of Melvin L. Watt, of North 
Carolina, to be Director of the Federal 
Housing Finance Agency. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. REID. I send a cloture motion to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the clerk will report 
the motion. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Melvin L. Watt, of North Carolina, to be 
Director of the Federal Housing Finance 
Agency. 

Harry Reid, Tim Johnson, Mark Begich, 
Patrick J. Leahy, Christopher A. 
Coons, Martin Heinrich, Patty Murray, 
Bernard Sanders, Jeanne Shaheen, 
Benjamin L. Cardin, Al Franken, 
Sherrod Brown, Tom Harkin, Jack 
Reed, Thomas R. Carper, Sheldon 
Whitehouse, Bill Nelson, Charles E. 
Schumer. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the mandatory quorum under rule 
XXII be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 
Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 

legislative session. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the motion. 
The motion was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF PATRICIA ANN 
MILLETT TO BE UNITED STATES 
CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE DIS-
TRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 
Mr. REID. Madam President, I now 

move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 327. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The legislative clerk read the nomi-

nation of Patricia Ann Millett, of Vir-
ginia, to be United States Circuit 
Judge for the District of Columbia Cir-
cuit. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
Mr. REID. I send a cloture motion to 

the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-

ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the clerk will report 
the motion. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Patricia Ann Millett, of Virginia, to be 
United States Circuit Judge for the District 
of Columbia. 

Harry Reid, Patrick J. Leahy, Richard J. 
Durbin, John D. Rockefeller IV, Ben-
jamin L. Cardin, Jon Tester, Sheldon 
Whitehouse, Mark R. Warner, Patty 
Murray, Mazie K. Hirono, Angus S. 
King, Jr., Barbara Boxer, Jeanne Sha-
heen, Robert Menendez, Bill Nelson, 
Debbie Stabenow, Richard Blumenthal. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the mandatory quorum under rule 
XXII be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 
legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. REID. Madam President, I sug-

gest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent the cloture vote 
scheduled 5:30 p.m. today occur on 
Tuesday at a time to be determined by 
me in consultation with Senator 
MCCONNELL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, so that 
everyone knows, we have a number of 
Senators who are not going to be here 
tonight, five that I know of—Demo-
crats and Republicans. We have a lot of 
people who went through a lot of trou-
ble to be here for this vote. I want ev-
eryone to know that if we continue 
having votes on Monday—and obvi-
ously people think they are not very 
important so they wind up not com-
ing—they are going to start missing 
really important votes. I will schedule 
more than one vote, and it is not right 
that we have a few people who make it 
very difficult for everyone. 

I note the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that we proceed to 
a period of morning business with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for up to 10 
minutes each and that the time be for 
debate only until 7 p.m. There will be 
no roll call votes tonight. I announced 
that earlier. There will be no roll call 
votes tonight. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is so 
noted. 

The Senator from Tennessee. 
(The remarks of Mr. ALEXANDER per-

taining to the introduction of S. 1590 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 
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Mr. ALEXANDER. I yield the floor. 
Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, I 

note the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 

I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

GRIFFIN NOMINATION 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 
tomorrow, according to the statement 
made by the majority leader, we will be 
voting on the nomination of Richard 
Griffin, Jr. for General Counsel of the 
National Labor Relations Board. 

I will be voting against Mr. Griffin’s 
nomination for general counsel because 
I am concerned about the direction of 
the NLRB as an advocate more than an 
umpire, and I do not believe his pres-
ence as the general counsel will im-
prove that situation. 

As the senior Republican on the 
Labor Committee, working with my 
friend, the chairman, Senator HARKIN, 
and with others, what I hope we can do 
over the next several years is look for 
a long-term solution for the restruc-
turing of the National Labor Relations 
Board—one that will ensure that it will 
operate more as an umpire than as an 
advocate, whether the President is a 
Democrat or a Republican. 

The Board has become far too politi-
cized under recent administrations. 
This did not start with the Obama ad-
ministration, but it has gotten worse 
with this administration, and it has 
moved more and more toward the side 
of union advocacy with such major 
shifts as ambush elections, micro- 
unions, and undermining State right- 
to-work laws. 

Swinging back and forth on impor-
tant labor policy issues does the Amer-
ican working man and woman no good 
in this time of underemployment and 
unemployment. 

So, later this fall, I will join other 
Senators in introducing legislation 
that will restore balance to the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board—a pro-
posal that will retain the rights of 
workers and employees, but reduce the 
swing that occurs from administration 
to administration based upon who is in 
power. What we should be striving for 
is fairness and consistency. 

There are exceptions, of course, but 
as a general proposition, I believe a 
President should have an up-or-down 
vote on his nominee, so I intend to vote 
for cloture. But Mr. Griffin’s nomina-
tion does not do enough for me to show 
the promise of moving the Board from 
advocacy toward umpire and, there-
fore, I do not intend to vote to confirm 
his nomination. 

I thank the Presiding Officer and I 
thank Senator HARKIN for his courtesy 
in allowing me to go first. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa. 
Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, 

again, I want to thank my colleague 
and good friend Senator ALEXANDER for 
a great working relationship on our 
committee. Obviously, we have dif-
ferences of views and opinions on mat-
ters—that is the nature of legislation 
and this body—but we have always 
worked together in a very conciliatory 
fashion, and open, and working things 
out. So I appreciate his approach and 
the fact that the Senator is willing to 
give us cloture so we can get an up-or- 
down vote. I understand he has certain 
reservations about the nominee. I un-
derstand that. But, again, I thank my 
colleague for being willing to get us to 
the point where we can have an up-or- 
down vote on Mr. Griffin. 

Madam President, tomorrow—we 
were going to vote today, but the lead-
er came out and announced there was 
an agreement on both sides to put the 
vote off until tomorrow to consider the 
nomination of Mr. Richard Griffin to 
serve as General Counsel of the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board, a very 
important role as the top prosecutor 
for violations of this country’s labor 
laws. 

Given his depth of experience and 
knowledge of the act, Mr. Griffin is ex-
ceptionally well qualified for this posi-
tion, and I have no doubt he will do an 
outstanding job of enforcing our Na-
tion’s labor laws for workers, unions, 
and employers. 

In July, we confirmed five new NLRB 
members, preventing the agency from 
shutting down, giving it a full slate of 
members for the first time in a decade. 
With a fully functional five-member 
Board and a new Senate-confirmed 
General Counsel, it is my hope we can 
provide this important agency with 
some much-needed certainty, mark a 
new positive chapter for the NLRB, and 
finally put an end to the delay and ob-
struction that has recently become all 
too familiar every time a new NLRB 
nominee is appointed. Without reliti-
gating the previous controversies, I 
think it is fair to say that over the 
past few years the NLRB has been the 
target of unnecessary political attacks 
and obstruction. 

What most concerns me about this 
political game-playing is how it affects 
the everyday lives of working people 
across America. These attacks on the 
Board have had real consequences for 
real people. 

Working Americans need and deserve 
a fully functioning agency to protect 
their rights and enforce our Nation’s 
labor laws. That is why over 75 years 
ago Congress enacted the National 
Labor Relations Act, guaranteeing 
American workers the right to form 
and join a union and to bargain for a 
better life. For both union and non-
union workers alike, the act provides 
essential protections. It gives workers 
a voice in the workplace. It allows 
them to join together and speak up for 

fair wages, good benefits, and safe 
working conditions. These rights en-
sure that the people who do the real 
work in this country see the benefits 
when our economy grows and are not 
mistreated or put at risk on the job. 

The National Labor Relations Board 
is the guardian of these fundamental 
rights. Workers themselves cannot en-
force the National Labor Relations 
Act. The Board is the only place work-
ers can go if they have been treated un-
fairly and denied the basic protections 
the law provides. Thus, the Board plays 
a vital role in vindicating workers’ 
rights. In the past 10 years, the NLRB 
has secured opportunities for reinstate-
ment for 22,544 employees who were un-
justly fired. It has also recovered more 
than $1 billion on behalf of workers 
whose rights were violated. 

I know many times people think: 
Well, a lot of these old abuses of work-
ers whom you read about in your his-
tory books—well, that is just history 
and we have gotten over that. Quite 
frankly, I wish that were the truth. 
But the fact that in 10 years 22,544 em-
ployees were reinstated because they 
were unjustly fired indicates there are 
still unfair labor practices being com-
mitted by businesses today. And $1 bil-
lion recovered on behalf of workers just 
in the last 10 years—that is $1 billion 
that unscrupulous companies took 
from their workers without the right 
to do so, and the NLRB got that money 
back for workers. Think about that: $1 
billion. 

The Board does not just protect the 
rights of workers and unions; it also 
provides relief and remedies to our Na-
tion’s employers, our businesses. The 
Board is an employer’s only recourse if 
a union commences a wildcat strike, 
for example, or refuses to bargain in 
good faith during negotiations. By pre-
venting labor disputes that could dis-
rupt our economy, the work the Board 
does is vital to every worker and every 
business across the Nation. 

Further, the NLRB, you have to un-
derstand, is divided into two inde-
pendent sides. There is the Board side, 
which adjudicates and interprets the 
law; then there is the General Counsel 
side, which investigates filed charges, 
prosecutes violations, and generally su-
pervises the processing of cases. The 
general counsel position is important 
because the NLRB receives about 20,000 
to 30,000 charges per year from employ-
ees, unions, and employers, and it is 
the primary function of the general 
counsel to make sure these charges— 
each charge—are thoroughly inves-
tigated and prosecuted if they are de-
termined to have merit. 

The general counsel also serves an 
important role that some of my col-
leagues may not know about. The at-
torneys in the General Counsel’s Office 
help facilitate settlements to resolve 
disputes efficiently. For example, when 
two unions picketed Walmart in 2012, 
Walmart filed a claim with the NLRB, 
and the agency negotiated a settle-
ment. Indeed, settlements are not the 
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exception at the NLRB but the rule, 
and they are encouraged. In fact, over 
90 percent of meritorious unfair labor 
practice cases are settled by agree-
ment, either through a Board settle-
ment or a private agreement by the 
two sides. 

Now that I have discussed the impor-
tance of the NLRB in protecting rights 
and the role the General Counsel plays 
at that agency, I want to turn the page 
and talk about Mr. Griffin, the nomi-
nee who is before us now to be the Gen-
eral Counsel, and I want to again indi-
cate why I strongly support his nomi-
nation. 

Richard Griffin has a wealth of expe-
rience as a labor lawyer. He is deeply 
steeped in labor and employment law. 
He most recently served as an NLRB 
board member himself from January 
2012 until this past August. Prior to 
that, Mr. Griffin was general counsel 
for the International Union of Oper-
ating Engineers for more than 17 years. 
Mr. Griffin actually began his legal ca-
reer over 30 years ago at the NLRB as 
a counsel to Board members. 

Some of my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle have agreed that Dick 
Griffin is well qualified to serve as gen-
eral counsel—indeed, I think his exper-
tise in labor law is difficult to ques-
tion—but some of my friends on the 
Republican side continue to oppose his 
nomination because of an outstanding 
legal issue that has nothing to do with 
Mr. Griffin’s previous public service, 
his background, or his ability to func-
tion in this new position. 

Here is what this is all about: Much 
has been made about the process by 
which Mr. Griffin was previously recess 
appointed to serve as a Board member. 
The controversy began when the Dis-
trict of Columbia Circuit Court issued 
a ruling in a case which is called the 
Noel Canning case that diverged from 
the decisions of three other courts of 
appeals—the Second Circuit, the Ninth 
Circuit, and the Eleventh Circuit—and 
my friends on the Republican side are 
questioning the validity of an appoint-
ment process that has been in place for 
over 220 years. And that was the deci-
sion in the Noel Canning case. Subse-
quently, two other appeals courts have 
addressed this issue. The Supreme 
Court is set to resolve the legal issue 
once and for all during this session of 
the Supreme Court. 

Again, to sum it up, we have dif-
ferent circuit courts deciding dif-
ferently on an appointment process 
that any President uses to fill recess 
appointments. This litigation is still 
pending. The legal question remains 
unresolved until the Supreme Court de-
cides it. But a number of my colleagues 
during that period when we had dif-
ferent circuit courts deciding dif-
ferently on this appointment issue 
called for Mr. Griffin to resign his posi-
tion on the Board, even though he had 
done nothing personally wrong and he 
had taken an oath of office to fulfill his 
duties. 

I believe that request from my Re-
publican colleagues was unreasonable. 

There was clear precedent at the Board 
for Mr. Griffin to continue to serve 
until the final legal matter was ulti-
mately resolved. When there is a split 
among the circuit courts of appeals, 
the NLRB has a longstanding history 
of waiting until the legal question is 
resolved by the Supreme Court before 
they take action, particularly when 
the issue involves the Board’s oper-
ability. 

The situation that was facing the 
Board after this Noel Canning case is 
directly parallel to a circumstance by 
the Board a few years ago when the 
Board only had two members—only had 
two members. The DC Circuit ruled in 
a case called the Laurel Baye case that 
the two-member Board lacked a 
quorum to do business. Even after the 
DC Circuit’s decision, the two-member 
Board, one Republican, one Democrat, 
continued to hear and issue cases until 
the Supreme Court ruled on the ques-
tion. 

Not a single Republican Senator 
called on either one of those two Board 
members to resign simply because they 
refused to acquiesce to the decision of 
the DC Circuit. So here is what hap-
pened. Mr. Griffin and his fellow recess 
appointee Sharon Block acted appro-
priately in following this direct prece-
dent and continuing to serve on the 
Board until the Supreme Court ad-
dressed the validity of their recess ap-
pointments. 

To argue that Mr. Griffin’s decision 
to uphold his oath of office and follow 
the Board’s prior practice, that some-
how that makes him unqualified to 
now serve as the Board’s General Coun-
sel is, quite frankly, a position I think 
is not only disappointing but I think 
without substance. 

In addition to this questionable ob-
jection, Republicans also continue to 
claim that recent NLRB nominees, in-
cluding Mr. Griffin, are unacceptable 
simply because they have worked on 
behalf of workers or unions and sup-
port our system of collective bar-
gaining. 

These nominees have been accused of 
being biased and unfit to serve. But 
now I want to point out what the law 
actually says. Keep in mind, when 
Board members, as well as general 
counsel, are appointed to the Board 
and we confirm them, they take an 
oath of office to uphold the law. So it 
is kind of interesting to note what the 
law actually says that they are sworn 
by oath to uphold. 

I have often quoted from the Na-
tional Labor Relations Act on this 
point. I will do so again. Here is what 
the law says, the National Labor Rela-
tions Act—the law that Board members 
and eventually Mr. Griffin, if he is con-
firmed—and I believe he will be—will 
take an oath of office to uphold. Here 
is the law. I will quote it exactly as it 
is written: 

It is declared to be the policy of the United 
States to eliminate the causes of certain 
substantial obstructions to the free flow of 
commerce and to mitigate and eliminate 

these obstructions when they have occurred 
by encouraging the practice and procedure of 
collective bargaining and by protecting the 
exercise by workers of full freedom of asso-
ciation, self-organization, and designation of 
representatives of their own choosing, for 
the purpose of negotiating the terms and 
conditions of their employment or other mu-
tual aid or protection. 

Those are the exact words. That is 
what the law says. The purpose and the 
policy is to promote collective bar-
gaining, to promote collective bar-
gaining and freedom of association, 
protecting workers and their rights of 
self-organization, the designation of 
representatives of their own choosing. 
That is what the law says. 

I think the fact that Mr. Griffin 
takes that purpose seriously makes 
him more qualified, not less qualified, 
to serve as general counsel. His past 
career is not cause for concern. Most 
labor lawyers devote their careers ei-
ther to representing workers and 
unions or the management. That is the 
nature of practicing labor and employ-
ment law. 

We have confirmed NLRB nominees 
in the past, some of whom have been 
union side and some have been manage-
ment side. We have done so without 
substantial controversy. The fact that 
Mr. Griffin happens to come from the 
union side practice does not make him 
inherently biased. For years, Repub-
lican and Democratic Presidents have 
appointed promanagement attorneys to 
fill positions at the NLRB. 

There is even the one example of 
where a Board member came directly 
from an in-house position at the U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce. But I do not 
hear anyone on the Republican side ac-
cusing those nominees of bias. I guess 
it is only when you represent labor 
unions that you are biased, not when 
you represent the Chamber of Com-
merce. 

I would also like to point out that 
while I certainly have not agreed with 
the politics or ideology of every past 
NLRB nominee, I voted to supported 
Republican nominees, such as Phillip 
Miscimarra and Harry Johnson, who 
are on the Board now, not because I 
agreed with them but because, given 
their experience and their diverse 
backgrounds, they were qualified to 
serve. They were qualified, as is Mr. 
Griffin, eminently well qualified. 

Board members can and do separate 
their past work as an advocate from 
their work as a neutral interpreter of 
the act once they are confirmed. I am 
absolutely sure Mr. Griffin will do the 
same if confirmed as General Counsel. I 
have every confidence that Mr. Griffin 
will be, in the words of one of the cur-
rent Board members, not prounion, not 
proworker, not promanagement, but 
pro-act, pro-Labor Relations Act or put 
maybe more succinctly prolaw, prolaw 
enforcement. 

With this in mind, and for all of the 
reasons I have mentioned, I urge all of 
my colleagues, my Republican col-
leagues, to consider voting for Mr. 
Griffin because he deserves a strong bi-
partisan vote. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 00:49 Oct 29, 2013 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00006 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G28OC6.015 S28OCPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

6S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7569 October 28, 2013 
As I stated earlier, I voted for Repub-

lican members. When we had Board 
members earlier this year, in July if I 
am not mistaken, in July of this year, 
Democrats voted for the two Repub-
lican nominees, again not because we 
agreed with them ideologically, maybe 
where they were coming from, but they 
were qualified to serve. 

Yet when we have nominees with 
whom the Republicans are opposed 
ideologically, even though they are 
well qualified, Republicans vote no. 
Think about that. When we have nomi-
nees to the National Labor Relations 
Board, whom the Republicans support, 
to whom we may be opposed ideologi-
cally but they are qualified, we vote for 
them. Democrats vote for them. When 
we have nominees to the National 
Labor Relations Board who are well 
qualified but whom the Republicans 
disagree with ideologically, they vote 
against them—quite a difference. 

Now is the time to start breaking 
that down. It did not used to be this 
way. It never was this way in the past. 
If they were qualified under a Repub-
lican President, we would support 
them; a Democratic President, we 
would support them. We wanted to 
know what were their qualifications, 
what were their backgrounds, were 
they vetted properly—no criminal ac-
tivity, nothing in their background 
that would indicate they could not ju-
diciously act openly and fairly. 

I am sorry it has gotten to this posi-
tion now where Republicans feel they 
have to vote against someone to the 
National Labor Relations Board simply 
because that person was a lawyer for a 
labor union. I voted for NLRB members 
who were lawyers for businesses. That 
is fine. I have no problem with that. 
Why do my Republican colleagues have 
such a problem voting for someone who 
was a lawyer for a labor union? Labor 
unions are legal entities protected by 
national law, the National Labor Rela-
tions Act. 

So I hope again that my Republican 
colleagues will look at Mr. Griffin for 
who he is, for what he is, for his back-
ground, eminently well qualified, has 
always been fair, has always been judi-
cious—a good lawyer. 

Yes, he represents labor unions. But 
in all of the vetting we had in our com-
mittee on Mr. Griffin, we had people 
from the business side and others who 
all said he represented labor unions, 
but he did so fairly. He did that fairly, 
with competence and with the ability 
to work out agreements with the other 
side. What more can you ask? 

I am hopeful this vote tomorrow will 
mark a new beginning for the National 
Labor Relations Board. We will have a 
vote on cloture and then we will have 
an up-or-down vote. So we have 60 
votes for cloture to bring it to a close. 
Then there will be up to 8 hours of de-
bate on the nominee. I do not think we 
need to take that long. I am hopeful 
some of my Republican colleagues will 
vote for Mr. Griffin and start to break 
this thing down, where if it is someone 

appointed by a Democratic President, 
Republicans vote no; if it is someone 
appointed by a Republican President, 
Democrats vote no. That should not be 
the way it should be, not the way it has 
been in my lifetime here, in all of my 
time in the Senate. 

I have served with three Republican 
Presidents in the Senate. They have 
made nominations to the National 
Labor Relations Board. I have been on 
this committee since then. We always 
supported them. As long as they were 
qualified and they went through the 
vetting process and they were quali-
fied, it was fine. The President should 
have his nominees. We would vote for 
them. 

I am hopeful we will get back to that. 
I hope we will have a new era, where 
the agency is no longer haunted by po-
litical attacks, political games. It is 
time, long past time, to allow the 
NLRB to function as the law intends 
and let the dedicated public servants 
who work there do their jobs. 

We will have this vote, I am told, to-
morrow afternoon on cloture. As I said 
for the benefit of Senators, we will 
have up to 8 hours. I do not imagine we 
will take all of that. We will have up to 
8 hours of debate on the nominee. 
Again, I hope we have a good strong 
vote on both cloture and on the nomi-
nee himself. Mr. Griffin, as I said, is 
eminently well qualified—eminently 
well qualified. Nothing in his back-
ground would ever indicate that he 
would be anything less than an out-
standing counsel at the National Labor 
Relations Board. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DON-
NELLY). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ROBERT M. GREELEY 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise to 
recognize the important work of Mr. 
Robert M. Greeley, who is retiring on 
November 15, 2013, after a long and dis-
tinguished career with the United 
States Capitol Police. 

Mr. Greeley joined the Capitol Police 
in June, 1996, as director of the Secu-
rity Services Bureau, the most senior 
civilian security position in the depart-
ment. Mr. Greeley’s team is responsible 
for the development, operation, and 
maintenance of the physical and tech-
nical security systems needed to 
counter the threat of terrorism. In this 
capacity, Mr. Greeley led the manage-
ment of the multimillion dollar en-
hancements to the Capitol Complex 
following the terrorist attacks of Sep-
tember 11, 2001. His expertise in the de-
velopment and implementation of 
these security projects and systems 

was critical to the long- and short- 
term protection of the personnel and 
facilities of the legislative branch. 

Prior to joining the Capitol Police, 
Mr. Greeley spent 14 years as a secu-
rity engineering officer with the U.S. 
Department of State’s Office of Diplo-
matic Security and Foreign Missions. 
In that capacity, Mr. Greeley served 
overseas with regional responsibilities 
in Athens, Mexico City, and Prague. 

Mr. Greeley proudly served in the 
United States Air Force as a naviga-
tional aids equipment specialist from 
1978–1982. 

As a former Capitol Police Officer, I 
appreciate the hard work and dedica-
tion of our nation’s law enforcement 
officers, and I still feel a special bond 
with those who honor the badge by pro-
tecting and serving our communities. I, 
along with my colleagues in the Sen-
ate, congratulate Mr. Greeley on his 
well-earned retirement and wish him 
well in his future endeavors. 

f 

RECOGNIZING BRIAN MONKS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I wish to 
pay tribute to Mr. Brian Monks of 
Huntingtown, NY, who graciously do-
nated his time and unique talent to 
help create the beautiful and historic 
pen set for the United States Senate. 

In 2012, the Office of the Senate Ser-
geant at Arms began designing a new 
pen set for use at the Presiding Offi-
cer’s desk when the Senate is in ses-
sion. The pen set was to be constructed 
using historically significant mate-
rials, including marble removed from 
the West Brumidi Corridor of the Sen-
ate side of the Capitol during its expan-
sion in 2001, and wood from a 120-year- 
old mahogany tree that was removed 
from the Capitol grounds in 2009. The 
Senate Cabinet Shop crafted the base 
and the pen holders using these his-
toric materials. When the time came to 
construct the pens themselves from the 
same mahogany wood, the Cabinet 
Shop needed to look for outside assist-
ance. 

This is when Mr. Monks stepped for-
ward. He volunteered to expertly hand 
turn pieces of the historic wood into 
unique writing instruments for the new 
Senate Chamber pen set. 

Mr. Monks is the vice president of 
Underwriters Laboratories, and his 
home in Long Island has housed his 
wood working hobby for many years. 
He has earned a reputation as both an 
accomplished pen maker and a creator 
of fine hand crafted furnishings. His 
handiwork on the Presiding Officer’s 
pen set debuted in the Senate in April 
2012 and is now on display every time 
the Senate is in session. 

Mr. Monks’s fine craftsmanship not 
only resulted in high quality pens for 
use by Senators serving as the Pre-
siding Officer, but also contributed to 
the overall beauty and historical sig-
nificance of the Presiding Officer’s 
desk in the Senate Chamber. 

I join with my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle in saluting Mr. Brian 
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Monks for his artistic excellence, his 
spirit of volunteerism, and his gen-
erous contributions to the history and 
operations of the United States Senate. 

f 

RECENT DEVELOPMENTS IN 
COLOMBIA 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I want to 
express my thanks to the governments 
of Colombia, Cuba and Norway, and to 
the International Committee of the 
Red Cross and the Reverend Jessie 
Jackson, for their efforts to secure the 
release yesterday of American citizen, 
Kevin Scott Sutay, who was kidnapped 
by the FARC earlier this year. I hope 
this is another sign that negotiations 
to end Colombia’s decades long armed 
conflict are progressing, and that a 
peace agreement is possible. 

I also want to take this opportunity 
to call attention to the contributions 
of two courageous Colombian human 
rights activists, Islena Rey and Father 
Alejandro Angulo Novoa, and to the 
challenges they and other human 
rights defenders face. 

On September 9, Colombia’s Human 
Rights Day, both were awarded for 
their human rights work in a presen-
tation organized by Di logo Inter- 
Agencial en Colombia, a consortium of 
international nongovernmental organi-
zations working for human rights in 
Colombia. This is the second year of 
the awards, and they were presented 
during a time of increasing attacks 
against human rights defenders in that 
country. The awards are significant 
not only because they recognize the re-
cipients’ contributions, but also be-
cause they help to reduce the social 
stigma that surrounds human rights 
work in Colombia and many other 
countries. 

Islena Rey, founder of the Meta Civic 
Committee for Human Rights, was 
named Defender of the Year for her ef-
forts to bring together and organize 
community leaders in support of vic-
tims of human rights abuses. She 
works in one of Colombia’s most dan-
gerous regions, the Eastern Plains, 
which has long been plagued by vio-
lence spurred by the illegal narcotics 
trade. 

Ms. Rey knows the risks. Four years 
ago this month, she was shot and seri-
ously wounded while returning from a 
community meeting. She is also the 
sole survivor of the original Meta Com-
mittee members, who, throughout the 
1990s, were systematically assas-
sinated, leaving her to carry out her 
advocacy work alone. Four years after 
nearly losing her life, she presses on, 
conducting investigations, providing 
support to victims, and working to re-
build the Meta Committee. 

In addition to recognizing Islena Rey, 
the organization presented Father 
Alejandro Angulo Novoa with the Life 
Long Defender award for his contribu-
tions to human rights in Colombia over 
the past 4 decades. Father Alejandro is 
one of the founders of the Center for 
Research and Popular Education in 

Bogotá. He is currently the coordinator 
of CINEP’s human rights database 
which collects, records, and dissemi-
nates information on the most serious 
violations of human rights and inter-
national humanitarian law. He has 
dedicated his life to this work and to 
supporting the poor and excluded. 

The courage and dedication displayed 
by these two individuals represents 
just a small fraction of the essential 
work being done by human rights de-
fenders in Colombia. It is all the more 
remarkable because, despite some no-
table progress in investigating, pros-
ecuting and punishing those respon-
sible for heinous crimes, impunity is 
the norm and Colombia remains a very 
dangerous place for lawyers, social ac-
tivists, and journalists who work and 
report on human rights. 

Islena Rey, Father Alejandro, and 
countless other brave Colombians will 
continue tending to victims of human 
rights abuses. They are undeterred by 
the social stigma they face, or the 
threats and acts of violence against 
them and their colleagues. They de-
serve our respect and our thanks, be-
cause the protection of human rights, 
wherever they are threatened or de-
nied, is everybody’s responsibility. 

f 

ELECTRONIC COMMMUNICATIONS 
PRIVACY ACT 27TH ANNIVERSARY 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, the Elec-
tronic Communications Privacy Act 
ECPA, one of the Nation’s premiere 
digital privacy laws, was enacted 27 
years ago on October 21. I join the 
many privacy advocates, technology 
organizations, legal scholars and other 
Americans who celebrate this mile-
stone and all that ECPA has come to 
symbolize about the importance of 
safeguarding our privacy rights in 
cyberspace. 

When I introduced ECPA with former 
Republican Senator Charles Mathias in 
1986, I said that ‘‘the privacy protec-
tions in ECPA are designed to protect 
legitimate law enforcement needs 
while minimizing intrusions on the pri-
vacy of system users as well as the 
business needs of electronic commu-
nications system providers.’’ During 
the last three decades, ECPA has be-
come the premier law for protecting 
Americans from unauthorized govern-
ment intrusions into their private elec-
tronic communications. 

When Congress enacted ECPA, email 
was a novelty and no one imagined how 
prevalent it would become in our daily 
communication let alone how long it 
might be stored. But after almost three 
decades, new technologies—such as the 
Internet, social networking sites and 
cloud computing—have changed how 
Americans use and store email. Storing 
documents and other information elec-
tronically has become much less expen-
sive and mobile technologies permit 
users to access stored documents wher-
ever and whenever they choose. As a 
result, the digital privacy protections 
put in place 27 years ago have not kept 
pace with new technologies. 

That is why Congress must revitalize 
the digital privacy protections that 
were enacted in ECPA. That is also 
why I am working in a bipartisan man-
ner to update this law to reflect the re-
alities of our time. 

In April, the Judiciary Committee fa-
vorably reported bipartisan legislation 
that I authored with Republican Sen-
ator MIKE LEE to update ECPA and to 
bring this law fully into the digital 
age. Our bipartisan bill updates ECPA 
to require that the government obtain 
a search warrant—based upon probable 
cause—before obtaining the content of 
our emails and other electronic com-
munications. The commonsense re-
forms in our bill carefully balance the 
interests and needs of consumers, the 
law enforcement community, and our 
Nation’s thriving technology sector. 
The bill enjoys the support of a diverse 
coalition of more than 100 privacy, 
civil liberties, civil rights and tech-
nology organizations from across the 
political spectrum, including the 
American Civil Liberties Union, the 
Heritage Foundation, the Center for 
Democracy and Technology and Ameri-
cans for Tax Reform. The bill is also 
the product of careful consultation 
with many government and private 
sector stakeholders, including the De-
partments of Justice, Commerce and 
State, local law enforcement, and 
members of the technology and privacy 
communities. I remain disappointed 
that a single Republican Senator has 
objected to the unanimous consent re-
quest to pass this bipartisan bill, which 
overwhelmingly passed the Judiciary 
Committee. 

The privacy reforms in this bill are 
too important to delay. Like Senator 
LEE and me, all of the bill’s supporters 
understand that protecting our digital 
privacy rights is not a Democratic 
ideal, nor a Republican ideal, but an 
American ideal that all of us should 
embrace. As ECPA reaches another 
milestone, it is important to remember 
that Americans continue to face 
threats to their digital privacy. I hope 
that all Senators will join me in sup-
porting the Electronic Communica-
tions Privacy Act Amendments Act 
and that the Senate will pass this bill 
without delay. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO HEDY RATNER AND 
CAROL DOUGAL 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to thank two exceptional women 
who have been strong advocates for so-
cial justice and for the advancement of 
women’s business ownership in the 
State of Illinois, across America, and 
beyond. 

Hedy Ratner and Carol Dougal have 
recently stepped down after working 27 
years as the founders and co-presidents 
of the Women’s Business Development 
Center, WBDC. The WBDC is the first, 
and largest, nonprofit organization 
that provides services to encourage 
women’s business ownership across the 
United States. 
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When the WBDC was founded in 1986, 

less than 10 percent of the businesses in 
the United States were owned and op-
erated by women. Today, thanks in 
part to the leadership and encourage-
ment provided by Hedy and Carol, 
there are over 8.6 million women-owned 
businesses throughout the country, 
generating over $1.3 trillion in reve-
nues this year and employing nearly 7.8 
million people. 

As a champion for women’s economic 
development, the WBDC has worked to 
assist tens of thousands of women in 
entrepreneurial efforts nationwide. 
From business certifications to finan-
cial assistance workshops, the WBDC 
provides women business owners with 
the training they need to establish and 
expand their businesses. By providing 
women with essential resources to be-
come successful business owners, the 
WBDC has empowered women and 
helped them achieve economic inde-
pendence through entrepreneurship. 

Since its founding in 1986, the WBDC 
has expanded in size and scope from a 
two-person operation seeking to ad-
dress the lack of representation of 
women in the business sector, to a staff 
of 24 full-time employees and contrac-
tors that now influence policies on the 
federal, State and local levels. The 
achievements of Hedy and Carol are 
significant, and the positive role of the 
WBDC in supporting women’s entrepre-
neurship is evident. 

On behalf of the people of Illinois, I 
thank Hedy and Carol for their 27 dedi-
cated years with the WBDC and con-
gratulate them on their many con-
tributions for women in the business 
sector. I wish both of them the best as 
they continue to inspire and provide 
leadership for women’s entrepreneur-
ship in the years to come. 

f 

NATIONAL CENTER FOR BIO-
TECHNOLOGY INFORMATION AN-
NIVERSARY 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I rise to 
recognize the 25th anniversary of the 
National Center for Biotechnology In-
formation—NCBI—part of the National 
Library of Medicine at the National In-
stitutes of Health, America’s world-re-
nowned research institution in Be-
thesda, MD. 

The late Senator Claude Pepper, for 
whom a major building on the NIH 
campus is named, authored six sepa-
rate laws creating individual institutes 
at NIH. In 1987, while a Member of the 
House of Representatives and chairman 
of the Select Committee on Aging’s 
Subcommittee on Health and Long- 
Term Care, Pepper introduced H.R. 393, 
the National Biotechnology Informa-
tion Act, which established the NCBI. 
At a March 1987 hearing on H.R. 393, 
Pepper explained that ‘‘we are dealing 
with nothing less than the mystery of 
human life and the unfolding scroll of 
knowledge, seeking to penetrate that 
mystery, which is life itself.’’ He noted 
that his bill was intended ‘‘to facilitate 
the development of advanced computer 

and communication systems that will 
make it possible for the vast expanding 
knowledge of the gene to be assimi-
lated into a computer system and made 
available for distribution to research-
ers and to people generally all over the 
World.’’ 

Soon thereafter, Congress embraced 
the importance of the biotechnology 
field, recognized the pressing need to 
harness the large volume of data ema-
nating from the genetic revolution in 
science, and endorsed the establish-
ment of NCBI to manage this valuable 
resource for the benefit of human 
health. With strong bipartisan support 
in Congress, Pepper’s bill was enacted 
as part of Senator Ted Kennedy’s com-
prehensive measure, the Health Omni-
bus Extension Programs of 1988, on No-
vember 4, 1988. 

Today, biomedical research encom-
passing genomic and genetic knowl-
edge is a major driver of medical 
progress. The foresight of Congress in 
establishing the NCBI, combined with 
the innovative leadership of Director 
Dr. David Lipman and the expertise of 
the agency’s dedicated staff, has led to 
the emergence of an impressive na-
tional resource for molecular biology 
information. In June of this year, Dr. 
Lipman was honored by the White 
House with the ‘‘Open Science’’ Cham-
pions of Change Award for his work at 
NCBI. By organizing and integrating 
genomic data for developing diagnostic 
and clinical applications, the Center 
serves as a bridge from research to the 
medical community. Each day, more 
than 3 million users access NCBI’s 40 
interlinked genomic and bibliographic 
databases and download more than 30 
terabytes of data. 

I am proud that Congress has contin-
ued to support funding for the NCBI 
over the past 25 years. Recently, by re-
quiring that the results of NIH-funded 
research be made public through the 
Center’s PubMed Central Database, 
Congress has opened to everyone the 
full text of published journal articles 
that are essential to advancing sci-
entific research and public health. 

The biomedical research funded by 
the NIH provides knowledge essential 
to combat debilitating diseases, and 
continuing this research is dependent 
on the resources and tools that NCBI 
has developed so successfully for the 
benefit of the biomedical community. 
As NIH Director Francis Collins has 
noted, we are entering an era of preci-
sion medicine in which a patient’s ge-
netic makeup may determine the exact 
treatment that is provided. Surely, the 
NCBI databases and tools will be need-
ed on the front lines of this new effort. 

On the occasion of this 25th anniver-
sary, I ask my colleagues to join me in 
congratulating Dr. Lipman and the 
outstanding staff of NCBI, who through 
their skill and vision have built this 
unique biomedical resource. 

TRIBUTE TO DR. CHARLES M. 
VEST 

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Mr. President, 
it is my great privilege to rise today to 
recognize the distinguished career of 
Dr. Charles M. Vest, a native West Vir-
ginian, on his retirement as president 
of the National Academy of Engineer-
ing, NAE. In his time at the NAE, Dr. 
Vest worked tirelessly to identify and 
address the most pressing and impor-
tant challenges facing American engi-
neering, including the declining inter-
est in math and science among our Na-
tion’s students and the growing chal-
lenges of information flow among gov-
ernment, the private sector, and aca-
demia. As NAE president, Dr. Vest was 
instrumental in urging Congress to 
pass the America COMPETES Act, 
which provided a blueprint for invest-
ing in critically important scientific 
and technological pursuits. Dr. Vest 
also helped craft the Grand Challenges 
for Engineering, a global initiative 
that identifies the greatest challenges 
and opportunities facing engineers 
today. In this increasingly technology- 
based and globalized world, Dr. Vest 
recognized the need for a clear and 
strong national vision for our engi-
neers and scientists. He provided the 
dynamic leadership that the NAE re-
quired to allow American engineers to 
compete and thrive in a rapidly evolv-
ing world. 

A native of Morgantown, WV, Chuck 
displayed a clever and inquisitive mind 
from a young age. Growing up under 
the shadow of Sputnik, he developed a 
keen interest in electronics and he 
would constantly tinker with surplus 
World War II gadgets, such as micro-
phones and resistors. This curiosity led 
him to West Virginia University where 
he received a degree in mechanical en-
gineering. Chuck continued his edu-
cation at the University of Michigan, 
earning a Ph.D. in mechanical engi-
neering; he remained there for 22 years 
as a professor, a dean, and university 
provost. 

Dr. Vest has since served as a direc-
tor of DuPont and IBM. He has held po-
sitions on an array of Federal commit-
tees and commissions, including the 
President’s Council of Advisors on 
Science and Technology and as vice 
chair of the U.S. Council on Competi-
tiveness. Chuck has authored three 
books, received honorary doctoral de-
grees from 18 universities, and was 
awarded the 2006 National Medal of 
Technology and the 2011 Vannevar 
Bush Award. 

Quite possibly, Dr. Vest’s most im-
portant achievements occurred during 
his tenure as president of the Massa-
chusetts Institute of Technology, MIT. 
In his 14 years at the helm of MIT, Dr. 
Vest proved a worthy advocate of more 
robust communication and sharing 
within the science community. Under 
his extraordinary leadership, MIT 
launched its OpenCourseWare initia-
tive and cofounded the Alliance for 
Global Sustainability. As he will read-
ily attest, though, one of Dr. Vest’s 
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proudest accomplishments at MIT was 
in improving the diversity of the uni-
versity’s student body and faculty. 
Chuck worked tirelessly to ensure that 
opportunities at MIT were available to 
anyone with the right mind and work 
ethic. 

In all that he has done and stood for, 
Chuck has embodied what is best about 
being a West Virginian and an Amer-
ican. Chuck’s passion for helping oth-
ers—whether as a teacher, an engineer, 
or a leader—has impacted countless 
lives and ensured his place among our 
country’s most respected and honored 
citizens. Dr. Charles M. Vest has long 
shone as one of West Virginia’s bright-
est stars, and today it gives me great 
pleasure to commend him—and thank 
him—for his enormous contributions to 
the Nation’s science, technology, engi-
neering, and mathematics enterprise. 

f 

GREENE COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
CENTENNIAL 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I rise 
today to honor an important historical 
date in Greene County, MO, my home 
county. October 26 was the centennial 
of the historic Greene County Court-
house—the place where I worked for 
more than a decade as county clerk. 

The current Greene County Court-
house is actually the third built in 
Greene County. The 20th century 
courthouse was intended to be a uni-
fying structure for what had developed 
as two communities prior to the Civil 
War. Both communities came under 
one municipal government in 1887, and 
the new courthouse was to be a struc-
ture built between North Springfield 
and the central business district. Work 
to find a site was begun in 1904 and con-
cluded with the purchase of a lot on 
Central Avenue in 1908. 

Architect A.N. Torbitt, of Miller, 
Opel and Torbitt in Jefferson City, MO, 
was chosen to draft plans for the new 
structure, and the cornerstone cere-
mony for the new courthouse was held 
on July 16, 1910. The impressive new 
building, built of Greene County Phoe-
nix stone, took nearly 2 years to com-
plete. In March 1912, the courts moved 
into the new building. Even Spring-
field’s city hall took up residence 
there, where it remained for more than 
25 years until its move into the post of-
fice a block away. 

The historic Greene County Court-
house was and remains important to 
the economic growth, development and 
prosperity of Springfield and Greene 
County. Over the years, the courts ex-
panded to an additional judicial center 
nearby, but the old courthouse remains 
the center of Greene County adminis-
trative duties. Today, it is occupied by 
the Greene County commissioner, 
clerk, recorder of deeds, treasurer, as-
sessor and collector of revenues. 

Today, the interior of the 100-year- 
old courthouse is in great shape, and 
plans are underway to raise funds to 
replace the parapet. Past elected offi-
cials have worked to improve the 

building’s energy efficiency and main-
tain its appearance. As a former 
Greene County clerk and one who has a 
deep appreciation for the history of 
Greene County and this grand building, 
I want to express my pride in the serv-
ices that are provided in this structure 
and those county employees who work 
in it every day. My hope is that the 
historic Greene County Courthouse has 
many years of service ahead. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

WILLIAMS-CONE ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL 

∑ Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I am 
delighted to commend the Williams- 
Cone Elementary School of Topsham, 
ME, on being named a 2013 National 
Blue Ribbon School of Excellence. This 
year, Williams-Cone was one of only 236 
public schools across the country to re-
ceive this prestigious recognition of 
high accomplishment by the U.S. De-
partment of Education. 

Created in 1982, the Blue Ribbon 
Schools Program honors public and pri-
vate schools that are either academi-
cally superior in their States or that 
demonstrate significant gains in stu-
dent achievement. The schools singled 
out for this national recognition are 
models of high educational standards 
and accountability. 

This award recognizes the remark-
able improvements made in student 
achievement rates at Williams-Cone 
Elementary over the past several 
years. During the 2007–2008 academic 
year, students achieved 66 percent pro-
ficiency in reading and math. Four 
years later, Williams-Cone’s approxi-
mately 200 students scored 81 percent 
proficiency in reading and 77 percent in 
math. These outstanding academic im-
provements can be attributed to the 
positive learning environment fostered 
at Williams-Cone School, where stu-
dents are encouraged to pursue their 
interests, teachers instruct in innova-
tive ways, and teachers and adminis-
trators engage with families to create 
a strong school community. 

I am pleased that the U.S. Depart-
ment of Education has selected Wil-
liams-Cone Elementary School for this 
well-deserved honor, and congratulate 
not only the students, but also the ad-
ministrators, teachers, staff, and par-
ents on this outstanding achievement. 
Together, they are making a difference 
in the lives of hundreds of students and 
helping them become responsible learn-
ers and engaged citizens in their com-
munity.∑ 

f 

REMEMBERING PETE CENARRUSA 
∑ Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, my col-
league Senator RISCH joins me today in 
honoring the life of former Idaho Sec-
retary of State Pete Cenarrusa. The 
State of Idaho lost a dear friend with 
the passing of Pete Cenarrusa. 

Pete had a unique capacity to lead 
people and institutions with good will, 

great humor and wise counsel. Pete 
was a personal friend and adviser to 
both of us, and we will forever remem-
ber the example he set for all public 
servants. 

Throughout his distinguished career, 
Pete was widely respected for his integ-
rity, fairness, determination and de-
pendability. He dedicated more than 50 
years to public service, serving nearly 
36 years as Idaho’s Secretary of State 
and nine terms in the Idaho House of 
Representatives, three of which he 
served as Speaker of the House. In ad-
dition to his public service, Pete ran a 
successful sheep operation with his 
wife of 66 years, Freda. He was also a 
private pilot for 59 years and was a 
high school teacher in Cambridge, 
Carey and Glenns Ferry, ID. Addition-
ally, he served as a U.S. Marine Corps 
officer, aviator and instructor, which 
included his service as a pilot in World 
War II. Further, Pete was a strong ad-
vocate for the Basque community. Pete 
and Freda founded the Cenarrusa Foun-
dation for Basque Culture that has pro-
vided resources for the promotion of 
the Basque culture. 

Like the many people who greatly re-
spected him, Pete’s list of qualities and 
experiences is remarkably long. Pete 
lived life to the fullest. He developed 
skills in a variety of fields and utilized 
his talents and principles for the bet-
terment of Idaho. We are truly blessed 
to have known Pete and to have 
learned from his example of committed 
service, honesty and resolve. Pete’s 
long and dedicated service to the peo-
ple of Idaho will last forever. He was a 
beloved public servant, rancher, pilot, 
veteran, teacher, son, brother, hus-
band, father, uncle, grandfather, great- 
grandfather and friend. Our thoughts 
and prayers are with Freda, their fam-
ily and all of Pete’s friends.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO SANDRA MATHESON 

∑ Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize and congratulate Di-
rector Sandra Matheson of the NH At-
torney General’s State Office of Vic-
tim/Witness Assistance, OVWA, for 
more than 30 years of dedicated service 
to the State of New Hampshire. 

A former law enforcement officer and 
crisis center director, Ms. Matheson 
was on call to respond to homicides for 
over 12 years, where she learned first 
hand about the unique needs of vic-
tims. She coordinated New Hamp-
shire’s efforts to establish victim/wit-
ness services in all 10 counties and to 
establish the New Hampshire Victim 
Compensation Program in 1989. 

During her long career, Ms. Matheson 
was responsible for founding and over-
seeing the OVWA homicide victim 
unit, which provides 24-hour statewide 
direct services in all of the State’s 
homicide cases, from death notifica-
tion throughout the judicial process. 
She has also developed and presented 
numerous trainings on traumatic grief 
and loss, homicide, and the extensive 
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impact these crimes have on the fami-
lies left behind. She developed and pre-
sented the State’s first death notifica-
tion training curriculum and she is a 
regular instructor at the NH Police 
Standards and Training Academy. She 
is on the faculty of the ME/NH Victim 
Assistance Academy, where she teaches 
the sessions on homicide and drunk 
driving, among others. 

Ms. Matheson was an instrumental 
part of numerous statewide initiatives 
aimed at standardizing the systemic 
response to crime victim issues, and 
has built a strong, effective, collabo-
rative relationship with numerous 
State and community partners. She 
was a founder of the NH Domestic Vio-
lence, Child Fatality and Elder and In-
capacitated Adult Fatality Review 
Committees, and served as chair of the 
Attorney General’s Task Force on 
Child Abuse and Neglect, the NH Sex-
ual Assault Nurse Examiner, SANE, 
Advisory Board, the Sexual Assault 
and Domestic Violence Protocol 
Projects, the Sexual Assault Domestic 
Violence Conference Committee, and is 
a partner of the New Hampshire 
AmeriCorps Victim Assistance Pro-
gram. She has been a key player in get-
ting legislation passed to help victims 
of crime, including drafting the NH 
Crime Victim Bill of Rights in 1991. 

A recipient of numerous awards for 
her work with victims and families, in 
April of 1994 Director Matheson re-
ceived a National Victim Services 
Award from President Clinton and was 
honored at a Rose Garden ceremony for 
‘‘outstanding service on behalf of vic-
tims of crime.’’ Most recently in 2013, 
the National Association of Attorneys 
General selected Sandra for the ‘‘Presi-
dent’s Award’’ for her extraordinary 
work over the years. 

On a personal note, as New Hamp-
shire’s Attorney General, I was hon-
ored to work with Sandra. She is 
smart, passionate, and tireless in serv-
ing victims of crime and in making NH 
safer. She represents the very best of 
what it means to be a public servant. 

As Director Matheson celebrates her 
retirement, I commend her on a job 
well done, and ask my colleagues to 
join me in wishing her well in all fu-
ture endeavors.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Williams, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
and a withdrawal which were referred 
to the appropriate committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 
RECEIVED DURING ADJOURNMENT 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 3, 2013, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, on October 17, 
2013, during the adjournment of the 
Senate, received a message from the 
House of Representatives announcing 
that the House has agreed to the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution, without 
amendment: 

S. Con. Res. 24. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for a conditional adjournment or re-
cess of the Senate and an adjournment of the 
House of Representatives. 

The message further announced that 
the House agrees to the amendment of 
the Senate to the text of the concur-
rent resolution (H. Con. Res. 58) ex-
pressing the sense of Congress regard-
ing the need for the continued avail-
ability for religious services to mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and their 
families during a lapse in appropria-
tions, further, that the House agrees to 
the amendment of the Senate to the 
preamble of the concurrent resolution. 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 3, 2013, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, on October 23, 
2013, during the adjournment of the 
Senate, received a message from the 
House of Representatives announcing 
that the House has agreed to the fol-
lowing resolutions: 

H. Res. 383. Resolution relative to the 
death of the Honorable Thomas S. Foley, a 
former Representative from the State of 
Washington. 

H. Res. 384. Resolution relative to the 
death of the Honorable C.W. Bill Young, a 
Representative from the State of Florida. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

At 2:02 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 185. An act to designate the United 
States courthouse located at 101 East Pecan 
Street in Sherman, Texas, as the ‘‘Paul 
Brown United States Courthouse’’. 

H.R. 2083. An act to require State edu-
cational agencies that receive funding under 
the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 to have in effect policies and pro-
cedures on background checks for school em-
ployees. 

H.R. 3080. An act to provide for improve-
ments to the rivers and harbors of the United 
States, to provide for the conservation and 
development of water and related resources, 
and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3205. An act to reauthorize and re-
structure the adoption incentives grant pro-
gram, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3302. An act to name the Department 
of Veterans Affairs medical center in Bay 
Pines, Florida, as the ‘‘C.W. Bill Young De-
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Cen-
ter’’. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 3003, and the 
order of the House of January 3, 2013, 
the Speaker appoints the following 
Members on the part of the House of 
Representatives to the Commission on 

Security and Cooperation in Europe: 
Ms. SLAUGHTER of New York, Mr. McIn-
tyre of North Carolina, and Mr. COHEN 
of Tennessee. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 2083. An act to require State edu-
cational agencies that receive funding under 
the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 to have in effect policies and pro-
cedures on background checks for school em-
ployees; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

H.R. 3205. An act to reauthorize and re-
structure the adoption incentives grant pro-
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

H.R. 3302. An act to name the Department 
of Veterans Affairs medical center in Bay 
Pines, Florida, as the ‘‘C.W. Bill Young De-
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Cen-
ter’’; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following joint resolution was 
read the first and second times by 
unanimous consent, and placed on the 
calendar pursuant to Sec. 1002 of Public 
Law 113–46: 

S.J. Res. 26. Joint resolution relating to 
the disapproval of the President’s exercise of 
authority to suspend the debt limit, as sub-
mitted under section 1002(b) of the Con-
tinuing Appropriations Act, 2014 on October 
17, 2013. 

The following bill was read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 3080. An act to provide for improve-
ments to the rivers and harbors of the United 
States, to provide for the conservation and 
development of water and related resources, 
and for other purposes. 

f 

MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 

The following bill was read the first 
time: 

S. 1592. A bill to provide for a delay of the 
individual mandate under the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act until the 
American Health Benefit Exchanges are 
functioning properly. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–3305. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, certification that absent sus-
pension of the limit under 31 U.S.C. 3101(b) 
the Secretary of the Treasury would be un-
able to issue debt to meet existing commit-
ments, received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on October 17, 2013; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–3306. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report relative to the des-
ignation of funding for Overseas Contingency 
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Operations/Global War on Terrorism funding, 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on October 17, 2013; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

f 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

The following petition or memorial 
was laid before the Senate and was re-
ferred or ordered to lie on the table as 
indicated: 

POM–159. A petition from a citizen of the 
State of New Jersey relative to the election 
of a Senator; to the Committee on Rules and 
Administration. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. ROCKEFELLER, from the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation, with an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute: 

S. 376. A bill to reauthorize the National 
Integrated Drought Information System, and 
for other purposes (Rept. No. 113–114). 

By Mr. CARPER, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs: 

Special Report entitled ‘‘Activities of the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs During the 112th Con-
gress’’ (Rept. No. 113–115). 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. NELSON (for himself and Mr. 
RUBIO): 

S. 1576. A bill to redesignate the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs Healthcare System 
located at 10000 Bay Pines Boulevard in Bay 
Pines, Florida, as the ‘‘C.W. Bill Young De-
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Cen-
ter’’; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. MANCHIN (for himself, Mr. 
JOHANNS, Mr. LEVIN, Ms. STABENOW, 
Mr. TOOMEY, and Mr. KIRK): 

S. 1577. A bill to amend the Truth in Lend-
ing Act to improve upon the definitions pro-
vided for points and fees in connection with 
a mortgage transaction; to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. SANDERS: 
S. 1578. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 

Veterans Affairs to cover the costs associ-
ated with the care of veterans at medical fos-
ter homes; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SANDERS (for himself and Mr. 
ROCKEFELLER): 

S. 1579. A bill to amend the Service mem-
bers Civil Relief Act to improve the protec-
tions provided to members of the uniformed 
services and their families, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. BEGICH: 
S. 1580. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to require recipients of per 
diem payments from the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs for the provision of services for 
homeless veterans to comply with codes rel-
evant to operations and level of care pro-
vided, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. SANDERS: 
S. 1581. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 

Veterans Affairs to provide counseling and 

treatment for sexual trauma to members of 
the Armed Forces, to require the Secretary 
to screen veterans for domestic abuse, to re-
quire the Secretary to submit reports on 
military sexual trauma and domestic abuse, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. SANDERS: 
S. 1582. A bill to require the Secretary of 

Veterans Affairs to submit reports on the 
provision of services by the Department of 
Veterans Affairs to veterans with hearing 
loss and other auditory system injuries and 
the measures that can be taken jointly by 
the Department of Veterans Affairs and the 
Department of Defense with respect to hear-
ing loss and other auditory system injuries, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. SANDERS: 
S. 1583. A bill to require the Secretary of 

Veterans Affairs to conduct an education 
program and peer support program for the 
education and training of family members 
and caregivers of veterans with mental 
health disorders; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. SANDERS: 
S. 1584. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to provide replacement auto-
mobiles for certain disabled veterans and 
members of the Armed Forces, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. SANDERS: 
S. 1585. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to update the Service-Disabled 
Veterans Insurance program to base pre-
mium rates on the Commissioners 2001 
Standard Ordinary Mortality Table instead 
of the Commissioners 1941 Standard Ordinary 
Table of Mortality; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. SANDERS: 
S. 1586. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to improve dental health care 
for veterans, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Ms. 
AYOTTE, Ms. WARREN, Mr. WYDEN, 
and Mr. MERKLEY): 

S. 1587. A bill to posthumously award the 
Congressional Gold Medal to each of Glen 
Doherty and Tyrone Woods in recognition of 
their contributions to the Nation; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

By Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. ISAKSON, and Mr. 
BEGICH): 

S. 1588. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to expand eligibility for reim-
bursement for emergency medical treatment 
to certain veterans that were unable to re-
ceive care from the Department of Veterans 
Affairs in the 24-month period preceding the 
furnishing of such emergency treatment; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. BURR: 
S. 1589. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to require the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to ensure the Department of 
Veterans Affairs has an up-to-date policy on 
reporting of cases of infectious diseases, to 
require an independent assessment of the 
Veterans Integrated Service Networks and 
medical centers of the Department, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: 
S. 1590. A bill to amend the Patient Protec-

tion and Affordable Care Act to require 
transparency in the operation of American 
Health Benefit Exchanges; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mrs. HAGAN: 
S. 1591. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to allow the work oppor-

tunity credit to small businesses which hire 
individuals who are members of the Ready 
Reserve or National Guard, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. RUBIO (for himself, Mr. HATCH, 
Mr. INHOFE, Mr. MORAN, Mr. WICKER, 
Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. JOHANNS, Mr. 
COCHRAN, Mr. ROBERTS, and Mr. SES-
SIONS): 

S. 1592. A bill to provide for a delay of the 
individual mandate under the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act until the 
American Health Benefit Exchanges are 
functioning properly; read the first time. 

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. BEGICH, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. DURBIN, and Mr. 
TESTER): 

S. 1593. A bill to amend the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to enhance 
the protections accorded to servicemembers 
and their spouses with respect to mortgages, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. MCCONNELL: 
S.J. Res. 26. A joint resolution relating to 

the disapproval of the President’s exercise of 
authority to suspend the debt limit, as sub-
mitted under section 1002(b) of the Con-
tinuing Appropriations Act, 2014 on October 
17, 2013; placed on the calendar. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. COONS (for himself, Mr. KIRK, 
Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. MORAN, and Mr. 
ISAKSON): 

S. Res. 275. A resolution designating Octo-
ber 29, 2013, as ‘‘National Technological Inno-
vation Day’’ to recognize that technological 
innovation is critical to the United States 
economy and commemorating the contribu-
tions of innovation to prosperity in the 
United States and abroad; considered and 
agreed to. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 15 

At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 
of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
15, a bill to amend chapter 8 of title 5, 
United States Code, to provide that 
major rules of the executive branch 
shall have no force or effect unless a 
joint resolution of approval is enacted 
into law. 

S. 29 

At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 29, a bill to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to provide for automatic 
continuing resolutions. 

S. 116 

At the request of Mr. REED, the name 
of the Senator from Washington (Ms. 
CANTWELL) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 116, a bill to revise and extend provi-
sions under the Garrett Lee Smith Me-
morial Act. 

S. 177 

At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 
of the Senator from Wyoming (Mr. 
ENZI) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
177, a bill to repeal the Patient Protec-
tion and Affordable Care Act and the 
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Health Care and Education Reconcili-
ation Act of 2010 entirely. 

S. 273 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. TOOMEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 273, a bill to modify the 
definition of fiduciary under the Em-
ployee Retirement Income Security 
Act of 1974 to exclude appraisers of em-
ployee stock ownership plans. 

S. 338 
At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 338, a bill to amend the Land 
and Water Conservation Fund Act of 
1965 to provide consistent and reliable 
authority for, and for the funding of, 
the land and water conservation fund 
to maximize the effectiveness of the 
fund for future generations, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 403 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 

name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. HEINRICH) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 403, a bill to amend the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act 
of 1965 to address and take action to 
prevent bullying and harassment of 
students. 

S. 411 
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 

the name of the Senator from Okla-
homa (Mr. INHOFE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 411, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to extend 
and modify the railroad track mainte-
nance credit. 

S. 557 
At the request of Mrs. HAGAN, the 

names of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) and the Senator from New 
York (Mr. SCHUMER) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 557, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to im-
prove access to medication therapy 
management under part D of the Medi-
care program. 

S. 569 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 

name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 569, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
count a period of receipt of outpatient 
observation services in a hospital to-
ward satisfying the 3-day inpatient 
hospital requirement for coverage of 
skilled nursing facility services under 
Medicare. 

S. 619 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 

name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 619, a bill to amend title 18, 
United States Code, to prevent unjust 
and irrational criminal punishments. 

S. 623 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 

names of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
HELLER) and the Senator from North 
Carolina (Mrs. HAGAN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 623, a bill to amend 
title XVIII of the Social Security Act 

to ensure the continued access of Medi-
care beneficiaries to diagnostic imag-
ing services. 

S. 629 
At the request of Mr. PRYOR, the 

name of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
HELLER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
629, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to recognize the service in 
the reserve components of the Armed 
Forces of certain persons by honoring 
them with status as veterans under 
law, and for other purposes. 

S. 635 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 

names of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) and the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAPO) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 635, a bill to amend the 
Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act to provide an 
exception to the annual written pri-
vacy notice requirement. 

S. 666 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 

the names of the Senator from Wis-
consin (Ms. BALDWIN), the Senator 
from Maryland (Mr. CARDIN), the Sen-
ator from Delaware (Mr. COONS), the 
Senator from Minnesota (Mr. 
FRANKEN), the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ), the Senator from 
Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY) and the Sen-
ator from Ohio (Mr. PORTMAN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 666, a bill to 
prohibit attendance of an animal fight-
ing venture, and for other purposes. 

S. 676 
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 

name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
676, a bill to prevent tax-related iden-
tity theft and tax fraud. 

S. 689 
At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
689, a bill to reauthorize and improve 
programs related to mental health and 
substance use disorders. 

S. 699 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 

name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
PORTMAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 699, a bill to reallocate Federal 
judgeships for the courts of appeals, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 718 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 718, a bill to create jobs in 
the United States by increasing United 
States exports to Africa by at least 200 
percent in real dollar value within 10 
years, and for other purposes. 

S. 734 
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
734, a bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to repeal the requirement 
for reduction of survivor annuities 
under the Survivor Benefit Plan by 
veterans’ dependency and indemnity 
compensation. 

S. 769 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-

setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 769, a bill to designate as 
wilderness certain Federal portions of 
the red rock canyons of the Colorado 
Plateau and the Great Basin Deserts in 
the State of Utah for the benefit of 
present and future generations of peo-
ple in the United States. 

S. 815 

At the request of Mr. NELSON, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
815, a bill to prohibit the employment 
discrimination on the basis of sexual 
orientation or gender identity. 

S. 822 

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 822, a bill to protect crime 
victims’ rights, to eliminate the sub-
stantial backlog of DNA samples col-
lected from crime scenes and convicted 
offenders, to improve and expand the 
DNA testing capacity of Federal, 
State, and local crime laboratories, to 
increase research and development of 
new DNA testing technologies, to de-
velop new training programs regarding 
the collection and use of DNA evidence, 
to provide post conviction testing of 
DNA evidence to exonerate the inno-
cent, to improve the performance of 
counsel in State capital cases, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 842 

At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 842, a bill to amend title XVIII 
of the Social Security Act to provide 
for an extension of the Medicare-de-
pendent hospital (MDH) program and 
the increased payments under the 
Medicare low-volume hospital pro-
gram. 

S. 865 

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the names of the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) and the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 865, a 
bill to provide for the establishment of 
a Commission to Accelerate the End of 
Breast Cancer. 

S. 875 

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 875, a bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to require the re-
porting of cases of infectious diseases 
at facilities of the Veterans Health Ad-
ministration, and for other purposes. 

S. 893 

At the request of Mr. SANDERS, the 
names of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) and the Senator from Alaska 
(Ms. MURKOWSKI) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 893, a bill to provide for an 
increase, effective December 1, 2013, in 
the rates of compensation for veterans 
with service-connected disabilities and 
the rates of dependency and indemnity 
compensation for the survivors of cer-
tain disabled veterans, and for other 
purposes. 
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At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, her 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
893, supra. 

S. 931 
At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the 

name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mrs. FISCHER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 931, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to raise awareness 
of, and to educate breast cancer pa-
tients anticipating surgery, especially 
patients who are members of racial and 
ethnic minority groups, regarding the 
availability and coverage of breast re-
construction, prostheses, and other op-
tions. 

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
931, supra. 

S. 932 
At the request of Mr. BOOZMAN, the 

name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
932, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for advance ap-
propriations for certain discretionary 
accounts of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs. 

S. 981 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
981, a bill to direct the Federal Trade 
Commission to prescribe rules prohib-
iting deceptive advertising of abortion 
services, and for other purposes. 

S. 1098 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 

name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1098, a bill to reform the Biggert- 
Waters Flood Insurance Reform Act of 
2012 to responsibly protect homeowner-
ship. 

S. 1106 
At the request of Mr. BENNET, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. TOOMEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1106, a bill to improve the 
accuracy of mortgage underwriting 
used by Federal mortgage agencies by 
ensuring that energy costs are included 
in the underwriting process, to reduce 
the amount of energy consumed by 
homes, to facilitate the creation of en-
ergy efficiency retrofit and construc-
tion jobs, and for other purposes. 

S. 1116 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 

name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Ms. MIKULSKI) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1116, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to equalize 
the exclusion from gross income of 
parking and transportation fringe ben-
efits and to provide for a common cost- 
of-living adjustment, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1126 
At the request of Mr. REED, the name 

of the Senator from California (Mrs. 
BOXER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1126, a bill to aid and support pediatric 
involvement in reading and education. 

S. 1143 
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 

name of the Senator from North Da-

kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1143, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act with 
respect to physician supervision of 
therapeutic hospital outpatient serv-
ices. 

S. 1158 

At the request of Mr. WARNER, the 
names of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER), the Senator from Wis-
consin (Ms. BALDWIN), the Senator 
from Florida (Mr. NELSON), the Senator 
from Hawaii (Ms. HIRONO), the Senator 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY), the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
CASEY), the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) and the Senator from 
Ohio (Mr. BROWN) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1158, a bill to require the 
Secretary of the Treasury to mint 
coins commemorating the 100th anni-
versary of the establishment of the Na-
tional Park Service, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1183 

At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1183, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal 
the estate and generation-skipping 
transfer taxes, and for other purposes. 

S. 1188 

At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1188, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to mod-
ify the definition of full-time employee 
for purposes of the individual mandate 
in the Patient Protection and Afford-
able Care Act. 

S. 1212 

At the request of Mr. UDALL of Colo-
rado, the name of the Senator from 
Maine (Mr. KING) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1212, a bill to amend the 
Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restora-
tion Act to facilitate the establishment 
of additional or expanded public target 
ranges in certain States. 

S. 1240 

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1240, a bill to establish a new organiza-
tion to manage nuclear waste, provide 
a consensual process for siting nuclear 
waste facilities, ensure adequate fund-
ing for managing nuclear waste, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1267 

At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1267, a bill to cut taxes for in-
novative businesses that produce re-
newable chemicals. 

S. 1302 

At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 
names of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW), the Senator from Ar-
kansas (Mr. PRYOR), the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. THUNE) and the 
Senator from Nebraska (Mrs. FISCHER) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 1302, a 

bill to amend the Employee Retire-
ment Income Security Act of 1974 and 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for cooperative and small em-
ployer charity pension plans. 

S. 1320 
At the request of Mr. DONNELLY, the 

name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1320, a bill to establish a tiered hiring 
preference for members of the reserve 
components of the armed forces. 

S. 1361 
At the request of Mr. MURPHY, the 

name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
BEGICH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1361, a bill to direct the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to accept addi-
tional documentation when considering 
the application for veterans status of 
an individual who performed service as 
a coastwise merchant seaman during 
World War II, and for other purposes. 

S. 1369 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 

names of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) and the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. MURPHY) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1369, a bill to provide 
additional flexibility to the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem to establish capital standards that 
are properly tailored to the unique 
characteristics of the business of insur-
ance, and for other purposes. 

S. 1381 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 

the name of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1381, a bill to amend the 
Lacey Act Amendments of 1981 to clar-
ify provisions enacted by the Captive 
Wildlife Safety Act, to further the con-
servation of certain wildlife species, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1406 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 

names of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND), the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY), the Sen-
ator from Oregon (Mr. WYDEN), the 
Senator from Maryland (Mr. CARDIN), 
the Senator from Vermont (Mr. SAND-
ERS), the Senator from Delaware (Mr. 
COONS), the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN), the Senator from 
Oregon (Mr. MERKLEY), the Senator 
from Delaware (Mr. CARPER), the Sen-
ator from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN), the 
Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL), the Senator from Hawaii 
(Mr. SCHATZ), the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. MURPHY), the Senator 
from Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR), the 
Senator from Washington (Mrs. MUR-
RAY), the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL), the Senator from Wis-
consin (Ms. BALDWIN), the Senator 
from Minnesota (Mr. FRANKEN), the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. MENEN-
DEZ), the Senator from Michigan (Mr. 
LEVIN), the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) and the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. VITTER) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 1406, a bill to amend the Horse 
Protection Act to designate additional 
unlawful acts under the Act, strength-
en penalties for violations of the Act, 
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improve Department of Agriculture en-
forcement of the Act, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1417 

At the request of Mrs. HAGAN, the 
names of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET), the Senator from Wash-
ington (Ms. CANTWELL), the Senator 
from Indiana (Mr. DONNELLY), the Sen-
ator from Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY) 
and the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ) were added as cosponsors of S. 
1417, a bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to reauthorize programs 
under part A of title XI of such Act. 

S. 1442 

At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
CRAPO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1442, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make permanent 
the minimum low-income housing tax 
credit rate for unsubsidized buildings 
and to provide a minimum 4 percent 
credit rate for existing buildings. 

S. 1456 

At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
names of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. LEVIN), the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. BOXER), the Senator from 
Florida (Mr. NELSON) and the Senator 
from Kansas (Mr. ROBERTS) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1456, a bill to award 
the Congressional Gold Medal to 
Shimon Peres. 

S. 1497 

At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1497, a bill to amend the 
Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act to apply the provisions of the Act 
to certain Congressional staff and 
members of the executive branch. 

S. 1503 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1503, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to increase 
the preference given, in awarding cer-
tain asthma-related grants, to certain 
States (those allowing trained school 
personnel to administer epinephrine 
and meeting other related require-
ments). 

S. 1517 

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the name of the Senator from West 
Virginia (Mr. ROCKEFELLER) was added 
as a cosponsor of S. 1517, a bill to 
amend the Public Health Services Act 
and the Social Security Act to extend 
health information technology assist-
ance eligibility to behavioral health, 
mental health, and substance abuse 
professionals and facilities, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1526 

At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1526, a bill to amend the Sarbanes- 
Oxley Act of 2002 to prohibit the Public 
Company Accounting Oversight Board 
from requiring public companies to use 

specific auditors or require the use of 
different auditors on a rotating basis. 

S. 1565 

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1565, a bill to require the 
Secretary of Labor to maintain a pub-
licly available list of all employers 
that relocate a call center overseas, to 
make such companies ineligible for 
Federal grants or guaranteed loans, 
and to require disclosure of the phys-
ical location of business agents engag-
ing in customer service communica-
tions, and for other purposes. 

S.J. RES. 19 

At the request of Mr. UDALL of New 
Mexico, the names of the Senator from 
Maryland (Ms. MIKULSKI), the Senator 
from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN) and the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. MAR-
KEY) were added as cosponsors of S.J. 
Res. 19, a joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relating to contributions 
and expenditures intended to affect 
elections. 

S. RES. 75 

At the request of Mr. KIRK, the name 
of the Senator from Maryland (Ms. MI-
KULSKI) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 75, a resolution condemning the 
Government of Iran for its state-spon-
sored persecution of its Baha’i minor-
ity and its continued violation of the 
International Covenants on Human 
Rights. 

S. RES. 254 

At the request of Mr. ENZI, the names 
of the Senator from Texas (Mr. COR-
NYN) and the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) were added as co-
sponsors of S. Res. 254, a resolution 
designating November 2, 2013, as ‘‘Na-
tional Bison Day’’. 

S. RES. 269 

At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 269, a resolution expressing 
the sense of the Senate on United 
States policy regarding possession of 
enrichment and reprocessing capabili-
ties by the Islamic Republic of Iran. 

S. RES. 270 

At the request of Mr. KIRK, the name 
of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 270, a resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of World Polio Day and 
commending the international commu-
nity and others for their efforts to pre-
vent and eradicate polio. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: 
S. 1590. A bill to amend the Patient 

Protection and Affordable Care Act to 
require transparency in the operation 
of American Health Benefit Exchanges; 
to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

OBAMACARE EXCHANGE 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, be-

fore the Internet, RCA knew how many 
records Elvis sold every day. Before the 
Internet, Ford knew how many cars 
they were selling every day. Before the 
Internet, McDonald’s could tell you 
how many hamburgers it was selling 
every day. Yet the Obama administra-
tion cannot tell us how many Ameri-
cans have tried to sign up for 
ObamaCare. They can’t tell us how 
many Americans did sign up for 
ObamaCare. They can’t tell us what 
level of insurance they bought, nor can 
they tell us in what zip code they live. 

They told us that 20 million Ameri-
cans have visited the ObamaCare Web 
site. They have the basic information 
to shop, but how many have tried to 
sign up? How many did sign up? Where 
do they live? What kind of insurance 
did they buy? Not only have they not 
told us, they have done their best to 
keep us from finding out. 

With WikiLeaks and Edward 
Snowden spilling our beans every day, 
what is happening on the ObamaCare 
exchanges is the biggest secret left in 
Washington, DC. The National Secu-
rity Agency could learn lessons from 
Secretary Sebelius. We should not have 
to rely on anonymous sources to get 
basic information about what is hap-
pening with ObamaCare. 

Therefore, I am introducing legisla-
tion today to require the administra-
tion answer the following questions 
every week: How many people tried to 
sign up? How many people did sign up? 
What level of insurance did they buy? 
In what ZIP code do they live? What 
are they doing to fix the problems? 
This is not complicated information. 

In the Internet age, the administra-
tion ought to be able to provide this in-
formation not every week but every 
day. In fact, they should be able to pro-
vide it every minute. We should not 
have to pass a law to find these things 
out. I hope that every Senator will sup-
port this simple request that this legis-
lation makes. It is a six-page bill. I will 
put it in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
today, and everyone will have a chance 
to read it tomorrow. After everyone 
has had a chance to read it, I intend to 
ask unanimous consent to pass it. 

This Congress—both sides of the 
aisle—is dedicated to transparency. 
This administration has described 
itself as the most transparent adminis-
tration in American history. So why 
should we not unanimously pass legis-
lation to ask for the most basic infor-
mation about what is happening on the 
ObamaCare exchanges? 

Health insurance companies say that 
in order to guarantee that everyone 
has a chance to sign up for insurance 
before January 1, which is when the 
law says they must, the application 
has to be in by December 15. That is 
not very far away. 

The administration has been talking 
about giving a grace period of a few 
weeks before the IRS will fine them for 
not having bought insurance, as 
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ObamaCare says most Americans must 
buy health insurance. Still, if the Web 
site is not fixed, millions of Americans 
will be required to sign up for health 
insurance on a Web site that does not 
work. As a consequence of not being 
able to sign up for health care, they 
will be fined by the Internal Revenue 
Service. 

There is a much bigger problem than 
the fine, and that is millions of Ameri-
cans may be without any health insur-
ance at all after January 1 because 
their insurance is being canceled be-
cause of ObamaCare. Remember when 
President Obama said: If you like your 
insurance, you can keep it? Well, like a 
lot of things that have been said about 
ObamaCare, that is turning out not to 
be the case. 

Our staff has counted the announce-
ments by health insurance companies 
that are ceasing to offer policies on 
January 1 because they don’t qualify 
under the ObamaCare law. For exam-
ple, in Tennessee, the State provides 
16,000 Tennesseans who have trouble 
getting insurance with a plan called 
CoverTN. Because it doesn’t meet the 
exact requirements of ObamaCare, the 
State is having to cancel that insur-
ance on January 1, and those 16,000 
Tennesseans won’t have health insur-
ance. 

Other Americans—for example, Ten-
nesseans I have talked to—have what 
we call catastrophic insurance. They 
have insurance that provides for a ca-
tastrophe. That kind of insurance is 
often not available under ObamaCare. 
It is not allowed by ObamaCare for 
most people. An insurance company 
that offers these policies will not be of-
fering them after January 1, and as a 
result, millions of Americans will not 
be able to buy the insurance they now 
have. 

If individuals can’t or won’t sign up, 
that will mean that after January 1, 
many of the sickest people will go into 
the exchanges. The result will be that 
the price of insurance—for everyone 
who has insurance—will go through the 
roof. We are already seeing that in the 
insurance markets today. 

The bottom line: If the Web site is 
not fixed, millions of Americans will 
not only be fined by the IRS for not 
buying insurance on a Web site that 
doesn’t work, more importantly, they 
will be without health care insurance 
on January 1, insurance that many of 
them have today. 

The President has said over the last 
few days that the Web site will be 
ready by November 30. You are sup-
posed to have your application in by 
December 15 and have the insurance 
bought by January 1, which only gives 
2 weeks for millions of Americans to 
make their way through this maze. We 
tried to obtain this simple information 
that I have asked for, yet repeatedly, 
the requests which I have directed to 
Secretary Sebelius have come back 
with no answer at all—no answers, 
nothing. 

Outside analysts tell us that only 1⁄2 
of 1 percent of the people who logged 

on to the ObamaCare Web site in the 
first week were able to enroll, but we 
really don’t know. 

Two weeks ago I sent a letter with 
House Oversight Chairman DARRELL 
ISSA to Secretary Sebelius, asking for 
the information she and the President 
are not giving us Such as how many 
people have enrolled successfully in the 
exchanges, what the technical prob-
lems are, how much it already costs, 
and how much it will cost to address 
these problems. The deadline for a re-
sponse to our request has passed. 
Chairman ISSA has said—and I joined 
him in the letter—that he may con-
sider a subpoena to get that informa-
tion. The American people deserve an 
answer to these questions. 

Often when the debate comes up, 
someone will say, Well, the Repub-
licans don’t have any proposals of their 
own. I have often made those pro-
posals. I remember on this floor of the 
Senate many times proposing steps we 
should take to change our health care 
system so more people could afford in-
surance. We went back and counted the 
number of times when, during the 
health care debate, various Repub-
licans talked about our step-by-step 
proposals for what we should do about 
health care, and there were 173 men-
tions of our step-by-step proposals. 

The basic problem with what hap-
pened with the new health care law was 
that we—the Democratic Congress did, 
I didn’t; I didn’t vote for it—expanded 
a health care delivery system that al-
ready costs too much. That was the 
wrong thing to do. That was an historic 
mistake. What we should have done is 
to make changes, step by step, in the 
health care delivery system that would 
reduce the cost of health care for the 
largest number of Americans so more 
people could have afforded it. Those 
were the steps we should have taken. 
We can still do that. Our health care 
delivery system is nearly 20 percent of 
our economy. 

ObamaCare is not our health care de-
livery system. Rather, ObamaCare in-
cludes some additions to our health 
care delivery system. ObamaCare is an 
expansion of a health care delivery sys-
tem that already costs too much. The 
law is making some changes such as 
the ones I described earlier in my re-
marks. Those changes have been de-
scribed as a train wreck, but we can 
turn the train around and head it in 
another direction—a direction of more 
competition, more choices, and lower 
costs for Americans buying health in-
surance. 

How can we do that? That is a sub-
ject for a long discussion, but here are 
a few of the ideas: Make Medicare sol-
vent. The trustees have said that in 10 
years there won’t be enough money to 
pay hospital bills. We have a duty to 
make Medicare solvent. 

Reform Medicare Advantage to in-
crease more choices and put it on a 
more level playing field with Tradi-
tional Medicare. That will provide sen-
iors more options and it should save 
some money. 

Make Medicaid more flexible. I was 
Governor. I said on the floor that every 
Senator who voted for ObamaCare 
ought to be sentenced to go home and 
serve as Governor and try to imple-
ment the law. During my time as Gov-
ernor, Medicaid was 8 percent of the 
State budget. I see it has grown to 26 
percent today in Tennessee, soaking up 
money that otherwise would go for 
higher education or for other needed 
parts of State government. 

We should encourage workplace 
wellness. We had a lot of debate about 
that during the ObamaCare debate and 
we have ended up with a regulation 
that is too restrictive. We can change 
that. 

We can allow small businesses to pool 
their resources and offer a larger num-
ber of plans to a larger number of 
Americans at prices they can afford. 
We can allow Americans to purchase 
insurance across State lines. That 
would reduce the cost of health care, 
which should be our major goal. 

We could expand health care savings 
accounts. 

There is bipartisan legislation before 
the Senate that would define full-time 
employment for purposes of the health 
care law—this one or any one in the fu-
ture—as 40 hours instead of 30 hours. 
That would be a great help to Amer-
ican business and an even bigger help 
to the employees who are being forced 
to go from 40 hours to 30 hours—em-
ployees who most need that income, 
and who, by going to 30 hours, will 
have to go to a second part-time job, 
and in many cases, in doing so, lose 
whatever health care benefits that 
might be available to them. I don’t 
know where the 30 hours came from. 
That sounds as though it was made in 
France. A made-in-America part-time 
job ought to be up to 40 hours. 

Those are just a few of the steps we 
could take to turn the train around and 
avoid the wreck and move us in the 
right direction. We will be making 
those arguments over time. But for 
now, we need information about what 
is happening on the ObamaCare ex-
changes. 

I intend to ask unanimous consent 
tomorrow to pass a simple, six-page 
bill. It is legislation which requires the 
administration to give us weekly re-
ports about how many have tried to en-
roll, how many have succeeded, what 
ZIP Code they live in, and what level of 
insurance they have purchased. Con-
gress needs to know that, if millions of 
Americans are going to lose insurance 
on January 1, before they have a way 
to buy it through a Web site that 
doesn’t work. States need to know it 
because, as time goes on, these deci-
sions are going to have an effect on the 
Medicaid Programs that States are a 
partner in and are operating. Ameri-
cans need to know it because, in many 
cases—we have counted at least 1.5 mil-
lion cases and we expect millions more 
policies that were available to Ameri-
cans when the law passed will not be 
available after January 1. So these 
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Americans—and this includes people 
working in the Congress and people 
who are in the Congress—these Ameri-
cans are going to have to make deci-
sions before January 1 about what in-
surance they will have, because the in-
surance they now have isn’t going to be 
available under the new health care 
law. 

This is a six-page bill, and a pretty 
simple idea. If RCA knew how many 
records Elvis was selling every day, if 
Ford knew before the Internet age how 
many cars Ford was selling every day, 
if McDonald’s before the Internet age 
knew how many hamburgers it was 
selling every day, surely the Obama ad-
ministration can tell us every week 
how many are enrolling on 
ObamaCare’s Web site, how many are 
successfully getting their insurance, 
where they live, and what kind of in-
surance they buy. The stakes are much 
higher than Elvis’s records, than 
Ford’s cars, and than McDonald’s ham-
burgers. These are the stakes of health 
insurance that involve the lives of mil-
lions of Americans, and I hope my col-
leagues will join me tomorrow when I 
ask unanimous consent to approve leg-
islation that will require these weekly 
reports. 

By Mrs. HAGAN: 
S. 1591. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986 to allow the work 
opportunity credit to small businesses 
which hire individuals who are mem-
bers of the Ready Reserve or National 
Guard, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Ms. HAGAN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to highlight the importance of 
veteran unemployment and to an-
nounce the reintroduction of the ‘‘Hire- 
a-Hero Act’’—a bill, which I introduced 
with Senator Scott Brown of Massa-
chusetts at the start of the last Con-
gress, to make permanent the Work 
Opportunity Tax Credit, WOTC, for 
qualified veterans and members of the 
Ready Reserve and the National Guard. 

The issue of veteran unemployment 
is more important today, than it has 
ever been. 

Though the overall unemployment 
rate stands at 7.2 percent, the jobless 
rate among veterans returning from 
Iraq and Afghanistan is 10.1 percent, 
nearly 3 percentage points higher than 
the national average. Overall, 708,000 
veterans are without a job. 

This issue is even more important in 
North Carolina, because of its large ac-
tive duty and veteran population. More 
than 1⁄3 of our population is either in 
the military, is a veteran, or has an 
immediate family member who is in 
the military or a veteran. In addition, 
North Carolina has 3 percent of the 
U.S. population, but 5 percent of the 
unemployed veterans. 

Employers know that hiring a vet-
eran is not only the right thing to do, 
but it also makes good business sense. 
These men and women are highly moti-
vated, highly-trained, and have suc-
ceeded in the most trying cir-
cumstances imaginable. 

I know the value of hiring veterans 
myself. I have three veterans and a 
member of the National Guard cur-
rently on my staff who bring unique 
perspectives to their roles that they 
acquired during their time in uniform. 
And it allows them to provide the best 
possible service to the people of North 
Carolina. 

Unfortunately, the expiration of the 
WOTC for veterans at the end of this 
year could make it more difficult for 
employers to hire veterans. 

The WOTC has been in place for 
many years. The credit for veterans 
has been subject to periodic short-term 
extensions. Recognizing the serious un-
employment challenges facing veterans 
in North Carolina and the need for in-
centives to hire veterans, I introduced 
the ‘‘Hire-a-Hero Act of 2011’’ in Feb-
ruary of 2011 to make this important 
tax credit permanent. 

While that bill, did not become law, 
Congress was able to enact the Vow to 
Hire Heros Act of 2011 on November 21, 
2011. This legislation expanded the 
WOTC for returning heroes and wound-
ed warriors, by allowing larger tax 
credits for certain groups and extended 
the credit through 2012. Recognizing 
that this credit was set to expire, on 
January 2, 2013, Congress extended the 
credit to December 31, 2013, as a part of 
the American Taxpayer Relief Act of 
2012. 

This crucial tax credit is set to ex-
pire again in just two months. That is 
why I am re-introducing the Hire-a- 
Hero Act with the support of the Amer-
ican Legion, the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars, the Military Officers Association 
of America, the National Guard Asso-
ciation of the United States and the 
Iraq and Afghanistan Veterans of 
America. This bill would finally, make 
the WOTC permanent for veterans and 
members of the Ready Reserve and Na-
tional Guard. 

I urge my colleagues to consider co-
sponsoring this important legislation 
that will help address the unemploy-
ment issue among veterans in this 
country. 

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. 
BEGICH, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
DURBIN, and Mr. TESTER): 

S. 1593. A bill to amend the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to en-
hance the protections accorded to 
servicemembers and their spouses with 
respect to mortgages, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today I in-
troduce the Servicemember Housing 
Protection Act along with my col-
leagues Senators BEGICH, WHITEHOUSE, 
DURBIN, and TESTER. Our country has a 
strong tradition of ensuring that our 
service members are protected while 
they serve to keep our nation safe. 
Building on such laws and efforts, in 
1940, as World War II escalated across 
the globe, Congress enacted the Sol-
diers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act ‘‘to 
protect those who have been obliged to 

drop their own affairs to take up the 
burdens of the nation.’’ In 2003, Con-
gress passed a new version of this law 
to reflect the new challenges of post-9/ 
11 service and renamed it the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act, 
SCRA. Since that time, Congress has 
further amended this law, most re-
cently in August 2012, in order to ad-
dress the country’s high foreclosure 
rates and their impact on service mem-
bers. 

Additionally, in 2010, when it became 
evident that military families needed 
an entity to serve as a watchdog, pro-
vide education, and help monitor and 
respond to concerns, questions, and 
complaints about consumer financial 
products and services, I led the bipar-
tisan effort during the Dodd-Frank Act 
debate to create a new Office of Serv-
icemember Affairs within the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau, 
CFPB. 

The Servicemember Housing Protec-
tion Act continues in this vein, and 
seeks to address one such ongoing chal-
lenge—helping service members with 
their housing needs so they can main-
tain a focus on the difficult task of pro-
tecting our country. 

First, this bill would make it easier 
for service members to claim deploy-
ment-related financial and credit pro-
tections by expanding what could be 
submitted to constitute ‘‘military or-
ders.’’ Currently, creditors require a 
copy of military orders in order to trig-
ger SCRA protections. However, these 
orders are often not cut until just be-
fore deployment or once the service 
member is already deployed, placing a 
burden on some military families as 
they try to work with banks to secure 
SCRA protections. Broadening the 
scope of what could be submitted to 
trigger protections before orders have 
been received would further ensure 
that service members have more time 
to prepare for deployment and prompt-
ly receive SCRA protections, including 
the interest rate limitation of six per-
cent on qualifying mortgages. 

Second, this bill would extend fore-
closure protections to surviving 
spouses. Currently, service members 
have a 1-year window of foreclosure 
protection following service, to provide 
time to reacclimate to civilian life and 
get their personal affairs back in order. 
Our bill extends this one-year window 
of foreclosure protection to a surviving 
spouse who is the successor in interest 
to the home. After suffering such an 
unspeakable loss, a military spouse 
should not have the additional burden 
of dealing with immediate foreclosure. 

Lastly, this bill would help facilitate 
the transition from off-base to on-base 
housing. Due to the shortage of on-base 
military housing, many service mem-
bers temporarily find off-base housing 
until on-base housing becomes avail-
able. When a service member on a wait-
ing list is given the chance to move 
into on-base housing, he or she is some-
times unable to terminate his or her 
off-base housing lease. Including an 
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order or opportunity to move from off- 
base to on-base housing as additional 
grounds for lease termination would 
allow service members and their fami-
lies the chance to move into the mili-
tary housing community. Several 
States, including Florida, Georgia, and 
Virginia, have similar laws, and we 
should extend this opportunity to serv-
ice members serving at any of our mili-
tary bases. 

While the men and women of our 
Armed Forces are protecting our Na-
tion overseas, we should do everything 
possible to protect their families and 
homes. I urge my colleagues to join 
Senators BEGICH, WHITEHOUSE, DURBIN, 
TESTER and me, as well as the Military 
Officers Association of America and 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars, in sup-
porting this bill, and taking these next 
steps to add protections for our mili-
tary families. 

By Mr. MCCONNELL: 
S.J. Res. 26. A joint resolution relat-

ing to the disapproval of the Presi-
dent’s exercise of authority to suspend 
the debt limit, as submitted under sec-
tion 1002(b) of the Continuing Appro-
priations Act, 2014 on October 17, 2013; 
placed on the calendar. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the text of 
the joint resolution be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the joint resolution was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

S.J. RES. 26 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That Congress dis-
approves of the President’s exercise of au-
thority to suspend the debt limit, as exer-
cised pursuant to the certification under sec-
tion 1002(b) of the Continuing Appropriations 
Act, 2014. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 275—DESIG-
NATING OCTOBER 29, 2013, AS 
‘‘NATIONAL TECHNOLOGICAL IN-
NOVATION DAY’’ TO RECOGNIZE 
THAT TECHNOLOGICAL INNOVA-
TION IS CRITICAL TO THE 
UNITED STATES ECONOMY AND 
COMMEMORATING THE CON-
TRIBUTIONS OF INNOVATION TO 
PROSPERITY IN THE UNITED 
STATES AND ABROAD 

Mr. COONS (for himself, Mr. KIRK, 
Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. MORAN, and Mr. 
ISAKSON) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 275 

Whereas the economic growth and pros-
perity of the United States is dependent on 
the continued innovation and entrepre-
neurial spirit of citizens of the United 
States; 

Whereas domestic innovators and their ef-
forts to promote invention have created en-
tire segments of the United States economy; 

Whereas many of the greatest companies 
in the United States have formed in humble 

labs, garages, and homes, and have come to 
fruition through the creative and determined 
efforts of the founders and early workers of 
such companies; 

Whereas great universities, national labs, 
and research organizations in the United 
States have contributed to the techno-
logical, intellectual, and moral growth of the 
United States by expanding the frontiers of 
human knowledge; 

Whereas the United States is home to lead-
ing corporations that grow by responding to 
changing times with innovative products and 
strategies; 

Whereas 347 Nobel Laureates, the recipi-
ents of more than one-third of all Nobel 
Prize awards, are citizens of the United 
States; 

Whereas inventions from the United 
States, such as the light bulb, polio vaccine, 
laser, communications satellite, and global 
positioning system, have profoundly and 
positively benefitted the way of life in the 
United States and around the world; 

Whereas the Internet, an incredible inven-
tion that emerged at the end of the 20th cen-
tury, continues to revolutionize life and pave 
the way for new industries, businesses, and 
industrial leaders; 

Whereas in the course of completing a 
project funded by the United States Govern-
ment, a partnership of universities invented 
the Advanced Research Projects Agency Net-
work (ARPANET), the precursor of the 
Internet, demonstrating the creative power 
of focused government action magnified by 
the effort of individuals in the United States; 

Whereas on October 29, 1969, 2 computers, 1 
at the University of California, Los Angeles 
and the other at the Stanford Research Insti-
tute, exchanged electronic messages or 
ARPANET for the first time; and 

Whereas the continued inspiration of citi-
zens of the United States to take risks, pur-
sue dreams, and change the world through 
improved technology will make the world a 
richer place: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) honors United States inventors and en-

trepreneurs who have taken the initiative to 
advance technology and productivity in the 
United States; 

(2) designates October 29, 2013, as ‘‘Na-
tional Technological Innovation Day’’; 

(3) calls on individuals of the United States 
to observe the day by participating in activi-
ties that celebrate the history of innovation 
in the United States; and 

(4) encourages youth and individuals of the 
United States to continue to enhance the fu-
ture with invention, dedication, and entre-
preneurship. 

f 

NOTICES OF HEARINGS 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I 
would like to announce that the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs will meet dur-
ing the session of the Senate on Octo-
ber 30, 2013, in room SD–628 of the Dirk-
sen Senate Office Building, at 2:30 p.m., 
to consider the following legislation: S. 
235, to provide for the conveyance of 
certain property located in Anchorage, 
AK, from the United States to the 
Alaska Native Tribal Health Consor-
tium; S. 611, to make a technical 
amendment to the T’uf Shur Bien Pres-
ervation Trust Area Act, and for other 
purposes; and S. 920, to allow the Fond 
du Lac Band of Lake Superior Chip-
pewa in the State of Minnesota to lease 
or transfer certain land. 

Those wishing additional information 
may contact the Indian Affairs Com-
mittee at (202) 224–2251. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I 
would like to announce that the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs will meet dur-
ing the session of the Senate on Octo-
ber 30, 2013, in room SD–628 of the Dirk-
sen Senate Office Building, at 2:30 p.m., 
to conduct a hearing to receive testi-
mony on the following bills: S. 1074, to 
extend Federal recognition to the 
Chickahominy Indian Tribe, the Chick-
ahominy Indian Tribe-Eastern Divi-
sion, the Upper Mattaponi Tribe, the 
Rappahannock Tribe, Inc., the Mona-
can Indian Nation, and the Nansemond 
Indian Tribe; S. 1132, to provide for the 
recognition of the Lumbee Tribe of 
North Carolina, and for other purposes; 
and S. 161, to extend the Federal rec-
ognition to the Little Shell Tribe of 
Chippewa Indians of Montana, and for 
other purposes. 

Those wishing additional information 
may contact the Indian Affairs Com-
mittee at (202) 224–2251. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Molly Ganley, 
Katrina Rogachevsky, and Thomas 
Hecht of my staff be granted floor 
privileges for the duration of today’s 
session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
AGREEMENT—S.J. RES. 26 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that following any lead-
er remarks on Tuesday, October 29, the 
Republican leader or his designee be 
recognized to move to proceed to Cal-
endar No. 223, S.J. Res. 26, a joint reso-
lution relating to the disapproval of 
the President’s exercise of authority to 
increase the debt limit; that the time 
until 12:30 p.m. tomorrow be for debate 
on the motion to proceed, with the 
time equally divided and controlled be-
tween the two leaders or their des-
ignees; that at 2:15 p.m. the Senate pro-
ceed to vote on adoption of the motion 
to proceed; that if the motion is suc-
cessful, then the time for debate with 
respect to the joint resolution be 
equally divided between the two lead-
ers or their designees; that upon the 
use or yielding back of time, the joint 
resolution be read a third time and the 
Senate proceed to vote on passage of 
the joint resolution; finally, that all 
other provisions of the statute gov-
erning consideration of the joint reso-
lution remain in effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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VETERANS’ COMPENSATION COST- 

OF-LIVING ADJUSTMENT ACT OF 
2013 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to Calendar No. 165, S. 893. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 893) to provide for an increase, ef-

fective December 1, 2013, in the rate of com-
pensation for veterans with service-con-
nected disabilities and the rates of depend-
ency and indemnity compensation for the 
survivors of certain disabled veterans, and 
for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the bill be read a 
third time and passed and the motion 
to reconsider be laid upon the table, 
with no intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (S. 893) was ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

S. 893 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Veterans’ 
Compensation Cost-of-Living Adjustment 
Act of 2013’’. 
SEC. 2. INCREASE IN RATES OF DISABILITY COM-

PENSATION AND DEPENDENCY AND 
INDEMNITY COMPENSATION. 

(a) RATE ADJUSTMENT.—Effective on De-
cember 1, 2013, the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs shall increase, in accordance with sub-
section (c), the dollar amounts in effect on 
November 30, 2013, for the payment of dis-
ability compensation and dependency and in-
demnity compensation under the provisions 
specified in subsection (b). 

(b) AMOUNTS TO BE INCREASED.—The dollar 
amounts to be increased pursuant to sub-
section (a) are the following: 

(1) WARTIME DISABILITY COMPENSATION.— 
Each of the dollar amounts under section 
1114 of title 38, United States Code. 

(2) ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION FOR DEPEND-
ENTS.—Each of the dollar amounts under sec-
tion 1115(1) of such title. 

(3) CLOTHING ALLOWANCE.—The dollar 
amount under section 1162 of such title. 

(4) DEPENDENCY AND INDEMNITY COMPENSA-
TION TO SURVIVING SPOUSE.—Each of the dol-
lar amounts under subsections (a) through 
(d) of section 1311 of such title. 

(5) DEPENDENCY AND INDEMNITY COMPENSA-
TION TO CHILDREN.—Each of the dollar 
amounts under sections 1313(a) and 1314 of 
such title. 

(c) DETERMINATION OF INCREASE.—Each dol-
lar amount described in subsection (b) shall 
be increased by the same percentage as the 
percentage by which benefit amounts pay-
able under title II of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 401 et seq.) are increased effective 
December 1, 2013, as a result of a determina-
tion under section 215(i) of such Act (42 
U.S.C. 415(i)). 

(d) SPECIAL RULE.—The Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs may adjust administratively, 
consistent with the increases made under 
subsection (a), the rates of disability com-
pensation payable to persons under section 
10 of Public Law 85–857 (72 Stat. 1263) who 
have not received compensation under chap-
ter 11 of title 38, United States Code. 

(e) PUBLICATION OF ADJUSTED RATES.—The 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall publish 
in the Federal Register the amounts speci-
fied in subsection (b), as increased under sub-
section (a), not later than the date on which 
the matters specified in section 215(i)(2)(D) of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
415(i)(2)(D)) are required to be published by 
reason of a determination made under sec-
tion 215(i) of such Act during fiscal year 2014. 

f 

NATIONAL TECHNOLOGICAL 
INNOVATION DAY 

Mr. REID. I now ask unanimous con-
sent to proceed to S. Res. 275. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 275) designating Octo-

ber 29, 2013, as ‘‘National Technological Inno-
vation Day’’ to recognize that technological 
innovation is critical to the United States 
economy and commemorating the contribu-
tions of innovation to prosperity in the 
United States and abroad. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
and the motions to reconsider be laid 
upon the table, with no intervening ac-
tion or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The resolution (S. Res. 275), with its 
preamble, is printed in today’s RECORD 
under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.’’) 

f 

MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 1592 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am told 
there is a bill at the desk, and I ask for 
its first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
first time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1592) to provide for a delay of the 

individual mandate under the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act until the 
American Health Benefit Exchanges are 
functioning properly. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now ask 
for a second reading on this measure 
and, in order to place the bill on the 
calendar under the provisions of rule 
XIV, I object to my own request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The bill will be read for the second 
time on the next legislative day. 

f 

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, 
OCTOBER 29, 2013 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business today, it ad-
journ until 10 a.m. tomorrow, Tuesday, 
October 29, 2013; that following the 
prayer and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; that fol-

lowing any leader remarks, the Senate 
consider the motion to proceed to S.J. 
Res. 26, as provided for under the pre-
vious order; and that the Senate recess 
from 12:30 p.m. until 2:15 p.m. to allow 
for our weekly caucus meetings; fur-
ther, that following the disposition of 
S.J. Res. 26, the Senate proceed to ex-
ecutive session to consider Calendar 
No. 344, the nomination of Richard 
Griffin to be General Counsel of the 
National Labor Relations Board, with 
up to 2 minutes of debate equally di-
vided and controlled in the usual form 
prior to the cloture vote on the nomi-
nation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PROGRAM 

Mr. REID. So, Mr. President, at 2:15 
p.m. or thereabouts tomorrow we 
should have two rollcall votes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that 
it adjourn under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:53 p.m., adjourned until Tuesday, 
October 29, 2013, at 10 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

UNITED STATES ADVISORY COMMISSION ON 
PUBLIC DIPLOMACY 

ALFREDO J. BALSERA, OF FLORIDA, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE UNITED STATES ADVISORY COMMISSION ON PUB-
LIC DIPLOMACY FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 1, 2014, VICE 
ELIZABETH F. BAGLEY, TERM EXPIRED. 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 

JEH CHARLES JOHNSON, OF NEW JERSEY, TO BE SEC-
RETARY OF HOMELAND SECURITY, VICE JANET ANN 
NAPOLITANO, RESIGNED. 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 8081: 

To be major general 

COL. ROOSEVELT ALLEN, JR. 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To be major general 

BRIG. GEN. PAUL S. DWAN 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To be major general 

BRIGADIER GENERAL CATHERINE A. CHILTON 
BRIGADIER GENERAL STAYCE D. HARRIS 
BRIGADIER GENERAL WILLIAM B. WALDROP, JR. 
BRIGADIER GENERAL TOMMY J. WILLIAMS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. LISA L. TURNER 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be brigadier general 

COLONEL JAMES T. IACOCCA 
COLONEL DANIEL G. MITCHELL 
COLONEL KURT L. SONNTAG 
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THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 

UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RE-
SERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. ANTHONY L. HALL 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624, 3037 AND 3064: 

To be brigadier general, judge advocate 
general’s corps 

COL. PAUL S. WILSON 

IN THE NAVY 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 

IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be rear admiral 

REAR ADM. (LH) REBECCA J. MCCORMICK–BOYLE 

IN THE ARMY 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 

TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 

AS A CHAPLAIN UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 
AND 3064: 

To be major 

JESUS M. MUNOZLASALLE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

WAYNE J. AARON 
DIANNE C. DIGIAMBERDEAL 
WILLIAM J. ERLE 
BRIAN P. GOLDEN 
THOMAS J. GREEN 
CHRISTOPHER R. HEDRICK 
CRAIG J. JACOBSEN 
ARTHUR F. KAFF 
FRANCIS V. KELLY 
JEFFREY S. KOPP 
LAURA J. KURZYNA 
OWEN D. LEWIS 
RICHARD W. LONG 
TOBY D. MCCOY 
WILLIAM F. OSBURN II 
LAMAR D. TURNER 
DAVID M. WARD 
ANN H. ZGRODNIK 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To be colonel 

JOHN R. DOOLITTLE II 
BAUCUM W. FULK 

f 

WITHDRAWAL 

Executive Message transmitted by 
the President to the Senate on October 
28, 2013 withdrawing from further Sen-
ate consideration the following nomi-
nation: 

RONALD J. BINZ, OF COLORADO, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION FOR 
THE TERM EXPIRING JUNE 30, 2018, VICE JON 
WELLINGHOFF, TERM EXPIRING, WHICH WAS SENT TO 
THE SENATE ON JUNE 27, 2013. 
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